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By 1\Ir. HUFF: Petition of citizens of Butler County, Pa., 

for a national highways commission and Federal aid in con
strl!~tion of public highways-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Central Federated Union, fa-voring battle
ship building in navy-yards-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By :Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of T. R. Ell
wood and other citizens of Washington, for a national high
ways commission and making appropriation for construction and 
impro"\"'ement of public highways-to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Clearing House Association 
of the banks of Philadelphia, for reference of the whole ques
tion of currency reform to a commission of representative busi
ne~s men and financiers-to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of Kansas City Clearing House Association, 
against the Aldrich currency bill (S. 3023)-to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of board of education of New York City, favor
ing H. R. 20012, for establishment of marine schools-to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

.Also, petition of Central Federated Union, favoring battle
ship building in the navy-yards-to the Committee on NaYal 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Charles Endres and James J. Duffy, f r 
legislation to exclude labor from the provisions of the Sherman 
antitrust law-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By l\.lr. LOWDEN: Petition of Chicago City Council, favoring 
H. R. 15123 and 15267 and S. 4395, relative to conduct of tele
graph companies-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of many representati"\"'e citizens of New York," 
against the atrocities practiced by the Russian Government-to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. · 

By Mr. McLAIN: Papers to accompany House bill for relief 
of estate of Emmit Hicks, of Clairborne County, Miss.-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By 1\Ir. McMILLAN: Petition of Lindenwold Grange, No. 985, 
for a highways commission and Federal aid in building roads
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\!r. MALBY: Petition of De Kalb Junction (N. Y.) 
Grange, No. 1120, for a national highways commission and ap
propriation for Federal aid in building highways (H. R. 
15837)-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By l\Ir. MOUSER: Petition for the creation of a national 
highways commission and for appropriation to give Federal aid 
to the States in highway construction (H. R. 15837)-to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of New York and vicinity for relief 
for heirs of victims of the General .Slocum disaster-to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. :MOON of Tennessee: Petition of Chattanooga 
(Tenn.) Clearing House Association, against the Aldrich cur
rency bill (S. 3023)-to the Committee on Banking and Cur
rency. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of Omaha Clearing House Associa
tion, against Aldrich currency bill (S. 3023)-to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By l\Ir. NYE : Petition of Twin City Foundry Men's Associa
tion, against the anti-injunction and eight-hour bills-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Minneapolis City Lodge, No. 63, against re
striction of immigration-to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Indianapolis Hebrew con
gregation, against legislation providing for an educational test, 
certificate of character, and money-in-the-pocket feature, as 
outlined in the Latimer or Gardner bills-to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By l\fr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George T. Wilson-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAI-r-.'EY : Petition of Columbia Damen Club, of Chi
cngo, asking for enactment of child-labor law-to the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia. 

ny Mr. RYAN: Petition of Clearing House Association of 
Banks of Philadelphia, against. the Aldrich currency bill ( S. 
3023) -to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. S.A.BATH: Petition of Columbia Damen Club, of Chi· 
cago, favoring the BeYeridge-Parsons bill, preventing employ· 
ment of children in factories and mines-to the Committee on 
Labor. 

.Also, petitjons of California Harbor, No. 15, American Asso
ciation of Masters, Mates, and Pilots, and Marine Engineers' 
Beneficial Association, No. 35, of San Francisco, Cal., for H. R. 

14941, amending section 4463 of Revised Statutes of the United 
States-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish
eries. 

Also, petition of Clearing House Association of the Banks of 
Philadelphia, favoring reference of the entire currency que-stion 
to a commission of representative business men-to the Com
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Ramnald Piat
lwwski, in behalf of Polish citizens of Detroit, Mich., for the 
Bates resolution, relative to expropriation act of Prussia-to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the Interstate Builders, Con
tractors, and Dealers' Association and citizens from New 
Haven, Hartford, New Britain, Ansonia, Derby, Shelton, Water
bury, Guilford, and Georgetown, all in the State of Connecticut, 
against the Hepburn amendment to the Sherman antitrust 
law-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Templars of Honor and Temperance of 
Connecticut, favoring the Littlefield bill-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Emmet Club, of New Haven, Conn., 
against the treaty of arbitration between the United States 
and Great Britain-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Division No. 1, Ancient Order of Hiberni
ans, of Naugatuck, Conn., against the treaty of arbitration be
tween the United States and Great Britain-to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota : Petition of Business League 
of St. Paul, against the Aldrich currency bill (S. 3023)-to the 
C~mmittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsyl"\"'ania: Petition of Edgar R. 
Kiess and other residents of Lycoming, Pa., for creation of a 
national highways commission and making appropriation for 
construction and improvement of public highways-to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. · 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of Union Veterans' Legion, En
campment No. 51, of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for a monument 
to Gen. Anthony Wayne-to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of city of Richmond, 
Va., opposing passage of Aldrich bill and in fayor of Fowler 
bill-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

SENATE. 
TuEsDAY, April 14, 1908. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD E. liALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings, when, on request of Mr. KEAN, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

SWISS EMBROIDERY AND LACE INDUSTRY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of Special Agent W. A. Graha.m 
Clark on the Swiss embroidery and lace industry, together \Yitll 
additional reports from consular officers in other countries on 
the manufacture of embroidery and lace, which, with tile ac
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Commerce 
and ordered to be printed. 

ACTION OF NEW YORK CITY BANKS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica

tion from tile Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re
sponse to a resolution of February 18, 1908, copies of all let
ters and telegrams received by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Treasurer of the United States relativ-e to the refusal 
of the national banks in New York City to furnish currency for 
the needs of interior banks, which, with the accompanying pa
pers, was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representati"\"'es, by .Ur. W. J. 
BRoWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution to correct an error in the enrollment of 
the bill (H. R. 20310) relating to the liability of common car
riers by railroads to their employees in certain cases, by in
serting in section 3, line 2, after the word " railroad," the words 
" under or by virtue of any of the provisions of this act," in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENRO~ BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill H. R. 17983, an act for completing 
the pediment of the House wing of the Capitol, and it was there
upon signed by the .Vice-President. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Minis
terial Association of Lafayette, Ind., praying for the passage of 
the so-called "Acheson bill," to regulate the interstate transpor
tation of intoxicating liquors, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of the Clearing House Associa
tion of Indianapolis, Ind.; of the Business League of St. Paul, 
Minn. ; of the Minnesota Clearing House Association; of . the 
Banks of Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., and of the Clearing 
Hou::;e Association of Racine, Wis., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called "Aldrich currency bill," which were or
dered to lie on the table. 

1\fr. CULLOili presented a memorial of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of Belleville, Ill., remonstrating against the enact
ment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of in
toxicating liquors in the District of Columbia, which was re
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Wilmer
ding, Pa.; of the Irish Benevolent Society of St. Paul, Minn.; 
of Division No. 1, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Danbury, 
Conn.; of the United Irish Societies of Yonkers, N. Y.; of the 
Robert Emmet Association, of Cohoes, N.Y., and of the Thomas 
DaTis Club, of New York, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
ratification of the pending treaty of arbitration between the 
ullited States and Great Britain, which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Chamber of Com
merce, of Rochester, N. Y., praying for the enactment of le~is
lation to conserve the natural resources of the United Stat~s. 
which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations 
and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented the petition of William Schofield, of Brook
lyn, N. Y., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called "Sherman antitrust law," relating to labor organi
zations, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 20, Stereo
typers and Electrotypers' Union, of Binghamton, N. Y., praying 
for the repeal of the duty on white paper, wood pulp, and the 
materials used in the manufacture thereof, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of the Robert Emmet Associa
tion, of Cohoes; the Thomas Davis Club, of New York City, 
and of John J. Lucey and M. F. Vealy, of New York City, all 
in the State of New York, remonstrating against the ratifica
tion of the pending arbitration treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain, which were referred to the Commit
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Merchants' Association 
of New York, remonstrating against the ·passage of the so
called " Crumpacker census bill," to provide for the appoint
ruE:'nt of additional clerks for the taking· of the Thirteenth and 
subsequent censuses without competitive examination, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan presented a petition of the Bay 
County Bar Association, of Michigan, praying for the enact
ment of legislation providing for the creation of an additional 
United States district court in that State, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1\Ir. CLARK of Wyoming presented the memorial of John 
Dale and other citizens of Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating against 
the oppression practiced by the Russian Government upon citi
zens of that Empire, which was referred to the Committee on 
roreign Relations. 

Mr. NIXON presented a memorial of the Grattan Club, of 
Goldfield, Nev., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
pE:'nding treaty of arbitration between the United States and 
Great Britain, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

1\Ir. BURROWS presented a petition of Local Grange No. 
1306, Patrons of Husbandry, of Thompsonville, Mich., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the establishment 
of postal savings banks, which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Century Club, of Char
lotte, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called " Crum
packer bill," providing for the employment of additional clerks 
in the_ taking of the Thirteenth and subsequent censuses, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Census. 

He also presented a petition of Randall Post, No. 238, Grand 
Army of ~he Republic, DepartrrMmt of Michigan, of Coopers
ville. 1\.Iich., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
pensions to prisoners of war, which was referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades Council of Albion, 
1\Iich., praying for the passage of the so-called "McHenry bill," 
providing for the creation of a Bureau of Mines, which was 
referred to the Committee on 1\Iines and Mining. 

He also presented a memorial of Deh·oit Lodges Nos. 82 and 
505, International Association of Machinists, of Detroit, Mich., 
and a memorial of sundry citizens of Edwardsburg, Mich., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called "Penrose 
bill," amending the postal laws respecting second-class mail 
matter, which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Marquette, 
Mich., and a petition of the Michigan State Pharmaceutical 
Association, of Ann Arbor, Mich., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the so-called " Sherman antitrust law," which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 279, Pa
trons of Husbandry, of Onsted, Mich., and a petition of the 
Congregation of the Free-Will Baptist Church,. of Onsted, Mich., 
praying for the restoration of the motto " In God we trust" 
on all coins of the United States, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry Grand Army posts of 
Breckenridge, Kalkaska, Morley, Carson City, Pentwater, Vas~ 
sar, Albion, Marshall, Perrinton, Coldwater, Charlotte, and 
Battle Creek, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the 
passage of the so-called " Sherwood pension bill " granting 
more liberal rates of pensions, which were referred · to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of Detroit Post, No. 384, De
partment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of De~ 
troit, 1\fich., and a memorial of C. Colegrove Post, No. 166, 
Department of 1\!ichigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Marshall, 1\Iich., remonstrating against the enactment of legis
lation prop_osing to abolish certain pension .agencies throughout 
the counh·y, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Roscommon, 
Romulus, Coleman, Scottville, Pentwater, 1\Ioscow, Cadillac, 
Adrian., Tawas City, Berrien Center, Britton, Stanton, Davis
burg, Madison, Flint, Wallen, 'l'hompsonville, Welden, and 
Sandusky, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the passage 
.of the so-called " parcels-post bill," which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Kala
mazoo, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the so
called "parcels-post bill," which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

1\Ir. STONE presented memorials of sundry citizens of St. 
Louis, St. Joseph, · Reno, Nevada, Kansas City, Hamilton, Ash 
Grove, St. Charles, Pineville, Lewistown, Washburn, McDowell, 
Rockville, Taneyville, Monteer, Creighton, and Vernon, Barry, 
Holt, Ja~kson, Gasconade, Morgan, Marion, and Bates counties, 
all in the State of Missouri, remonstrating against the enact
ment of legislation to prohibit Sunday banking in post-o:trices in 
the handling of money orders and registered letters, which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 5, Interna
tional Bricklayers Union, of St. Joseph, of Local Union No.8, In
ternational Typographical Union of St. Louis, and of Local Union 
No. 18, International Brotherhood of Bookbinders, of St. Louis, 
all in the State of Missouri, remonstrating against the enact
ment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of in
toxicating liquors in the District of Columbia, which were re
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented memorials of the Clearing House Associa
tion of Kansas City, of the national banks of St. Louis, and of · 
the executive committee of the Business l\Ien's League, of St. 
Louis, all in the State of Missouri, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called "Aldrich currency bill," and praying for 
the appointment of a currency commission, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. · 

He also presented a petition of the Cycling Club of St. Louis, 
1\Io., praying that an appropriation be made for t:Qe improve
ment of the national highways of the country, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of Rich 
Hill, Mo., and a petition of Local Union No. 1224, United Mine 
Workers of America, of Rich Hill, 1\Io., praying for the enact
ment of legislation providing for relief incident to accidents in 
coal mines, which were referred to the Committee on 1\Iines and 
Mining. · 

He also presented a petition of Deer Lake Lodge, No. 17, ln
ternational Association of Machinists, of Springfield, Mo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the con-
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struction of at least one of the proposed new battle ships at one 
of the Government navy-yards, which was referred to the Com-

·mittee on Naval Affairs. · 
He also presented a petition of the Missouri Bankers' Asso

ciation, of Sedalia, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation 
pro1iding for uniform bills of lading, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the West
minster Presbyterian Church, of St. Joseph, 1\fo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the importation and sale of 
opium in the United States and the insular possessions, which 
wns referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Lafayette Union, No. 45, 
Brotherhood of Locomoth·e Firemen and Engineers, of De Soto, 
1\Io., and a petition of the Trades and Labor Assembly of Hanni
bal, 1\Io., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
so-called "Sherman anti-trust law" relati>e to labor organiza
tions, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Lumbermen's Club, of St. 
Louis, 1\Io., praying for the enactment of legislation fixing the 
term of office of the President of the United States at six years 
and making him ineligible for reelection, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Pride of the West Lodge, 
No. 8, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, of 
De Soto, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation requiring 
railroad companies to equip their locomoti-res with automatic 
self-dumping and self-cleaning ash pans, which. was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Local Union No. 
15~, International Typographical Union, of Manchester, N. H., 
praying for the repeal of the duty on white paper, wood pulp, 
and the materials used in the manufacture thereof, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Appalachian Mountain 
Club, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to amend the present law providing for the conh·ol 
and regulation of the waters of Niagara River and for the 
preservation of Niagara Falls, which was referred to the Coill=
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the American Association of 
Masters, Mates, and Pilots, of Baltimore, l\fd., praying for the 
enactment of legislation authorizing the Secretary of War to 
cause a survey to be made of the harbor at Portsmouth, N. H., 
with a view to building a dam to slack the current and cause 
still water, which was referred to the Oommittee on Commerce. 

He also preented the petition of B. G. Rapp, of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the 
Code of Law for the District of Columbia with regard to there
ceipt of usurious interest, which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Illinois 
and Colorado, remonsh·ating against the enactment of legisla
tion to protect the first day of the week as a day of rest in the 
District of Columbia, which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1\Ir. BURKETT presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to re
adjust the pay of soldiers of the civil war on a gold basis, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of Local Union No. 152, 
International Typographical Union, of Manchester, N. H., pray
ing for the enactment of legislation to repeal the duty on white 

. paper, wood pulp, and the materials used in the manufacture 
thereof, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Appalachian Mountain 
Club, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to amend the present law prooviding for the control 
and regulation of the waters of Niagara Ri>er and for the 
preserration of Niag.ara Falls, which was referred to the Oom
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers' Institute, of 
Sedgwick, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called " rural 
parcels-post bill," which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of Lindenwald Grange, No. 
985, Patrons of Husbandry, of Kinderhook, N. Y., and of De 
Kalb Junction Grange, No. 1120, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
De Kalb Junction, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla
tion providing for the establishment of a rural parcels post, 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post
Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Lake Seamen's Union, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legis~ 

lation to amend section 4463 of the Revised Statutes relating 
to the complement of the crews of vessels, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Knights of Labor, of 
the State of New York, remonstrating against any proposed 
changes being made in the tariff schedules which will remove 
the protection now afforded the products of American industry 
against the competition of foreign labor, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Business Men's 
Association, of Auburn, N. Y., expressing their appreciation of 
the results attained at the Second Hague Peace Conference, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce, of Rochester, N. Y., approving the calling by the 
President of a conference to consider the consenations of the 
natural resources of the United States, which were referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Gam~ · 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Rochester, N. Y., and a memorial of the Clearing-House 
Association of Rochester, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so~called "Aldrich currency bill," which w-ere 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Longshoremen's Independ
ent Political Union of the port of New York; of Bricklayers' 
Union, No. 37, of New York City; of the Lake Seamen's Union 
of Buffalo; of sundry citizens of Schenectady, and of the Irish 
societies of Yonkers, all in the State of New York, remon
strating against the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty between the United States and Great Britain, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

SECOND HAGUE PEACE CONFERENCE. 

l\Ir. LODGE. I present a paper prepared by David Jayne 
Hill, d'Estournelles de Constant, and James Brown Scott, mem
bers of the Second Hague Peace Conference, relating to the 
proceedings of that conference. I mo>e that it be printed as 
a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES; 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill ( S. 6179) for the relief of Mary Sherman 
McCallum, asked to be discharged from its further considera
tion and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance, 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. FLINT, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill {H. R. 13577) providing for the resnl'\ey 
of certain public lands in the State of Nebraska, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report {No. 504) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, submitted an ad verse report { K o. 506) thereon, 
which was agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely· 

A bill (S. 2564) appropriating the receipts from the sale and 
disposal of public lands in certain States to the consh·uction of 
works for the drainage or reclamation of swamp and o>er
flowed lands ; 

A bill (S. 2708) appropriating the receipts from the sale and 
disposal of public lands in certain States to the construction of 
works for the drainage or reclamation of swamp and over
flowed lands ; 

A bill (S. 4850) appropriatting the receipts from the sale and 
disposal of public lands in certain States to the construction of 
works for the drainage or reclamation of· swamp and over
flowed lands belonging to the United States, and for other pur
poses; and 

A bill ( S. 4854) appropriating the receipts from the sale and 
disposal of public lands in certain States to the construction of 
works for the drainage or reclamation of swamp and over
flowed lands belonging to the United States, and for other pur
poses. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 12773) granting to the city of 
Woodward, in the State of Oklahoma, lot 2, in block 48, for park 
and other public purposes, reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 50"7) thereon. 

1\Ir. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred certain bills granting pensions and increase of 
pensions, submitted a report (No. 508), accompanied by a bill 
( S. 6625) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain widows and 
helpless and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, 
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which was read t\Tice by its title, th-e bill being a substitute for. 
the following Senate bills heretofore referred to that committee: 

S. 949. Frank Kasshafer, alias Frank Snyder. 
S. 982. Charles Duggan. 
S. 1533. Timothy Covell. 
S. 1538. Sarah Pennock. 
S. 2222. John 1\f. Burk. 
S. 2297. Simon G. Cutting. 
S. 2312. William B. Scott. 
S. 2503. William T. Smith. 
S. 3246. Thomas 1\foore. 

' S. 3320. Sarah A. Creed. 
S. 3529. Winifred Flynn. 
S. 3909. John H. Stover. 
S. 3910. ~'homas Heimbach. 
S. 4003. George G. Sherlock. 
S. 4061. John F. Young. 
S. 4232. Addison Baker. . 
S. 4264. Charles I-'. Morrison. 
S. 4297. Martin B. Wilson. 
S. 4450. Laura W. Russell. 
S. 4604. Stephen D. Taber~ 
S. 4605. John L. Smith. 
S. 4606. George T. Miller. 
S. 4979. Thomas B. Lewis. 
S. 5607. William A. Reilly. 
S. 5683. Thomas A. Skri van. 
S. 5980. Joseph C. Lambert. 
S. 5981. Elijah Johnson. 
S. 6002. Alfred 0. Smith. 
S. 0009. John H. Carter. 
S. 6053. Jefferson Wood. 
S. 6081. Silas L. Ashley. 
S. 6128. Lucy E. Gregory. 
S. 6158. Joseph S. Works. 
S. 6-1. 0. James Shaahan. 
S. 6182. Corter J . Brazee. 
S. 61u3r Charles H. Goss. 
S. G-186. Royal E. Duke. 
S. 6202. William S. 1\IcCormish. 
S. -6292. Cynthia .A. Lapham. 
S. H307. James Wilson. 
S. 6322. Andrew H. Yeazell. 
S. 6352. Daniel Champlin. 
S. 6366. Solomon Holsey. 
S. 6374. Jud' :Morrow. 
S. 63!36. Charles E. Bowman. 
S. 6407 . . Toor Anderson. 
S. 6412. Hiram E. Turner. 
:Mr. GUGGENHEIM, from the Committee on Claims, to 

,vhom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

.A bill ( S. 6312) for the relief of the Philadelphia Company, 
of Pittsburg, ra. (Report No. 509) ; and 

A bill ( S. 3748) for the relief of the Logan Natural Gas and 
Fuel Company, of Columbus, Ohio (Report No. 510). 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was· referred 
the bill ( S. 2!>11) for the relief of the Columbus Gas and Fuel 
Company, reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
(No. 511) thereon. 

l\Ir. DILLINGH.A..l\1, from the Committee on Immigration, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16515} authorizing the pur
chase of a steel ferryboat for use between Angel Island and 
San ~'rancisco, Cal., and a steel cutter for use of immigration 
officials at San Francisco, Cal., reported it without amendment 
and submitted a report (Ko. 512) thereon. 

:Mr-. WETMORE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to \Vhom was referred the bill (S. 4242) providing for 
the erection of a public building at the city of Everett, in the 
State of Washington, reported it with amendments and sub
mitte-d. a report (No. 513) thereon. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 6458) to authorize the Yellowstone Valley 
Steel Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the ·Mis
souri River in 1\Iontana, reported it without amendment and sub
mitted a report (No. 514) thereon. 

Mr. PILES. I rer>ort back favorably, without amendment, 
from the Committee on Commerce, the bill (S. 6539) to au
thorize the Copper RiYer and Northwestern Railway Com
pany to construct a. bridge across Bering Lake, in the district 
of .Alaska, and I submit a report (No. 515) thereon. On behalf 
of the Senator from Ne>ada. [I\Ir. NEWLANDS] I ask for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

Mr, SCO~v.r. I ask that it may go O>er. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made~ and the bill 
will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PILES. From the Committee on Commerce, I report · 
back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 6540} to au
thorize tile Copper River Railway Company to construct two 
bridges across the Copper River, in the district of Alaska, and 
I submit a report (No. 516) thereon. On behalf of the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] I ask for the present considera~ 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the bill go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill 

will be placed on the Calendar. 
PLEASANT M. CRAIGMILES, DECEASED. 

Mr. FRAZIER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4770) for the relief of the legal representa
tives of Pleasant M. Craigmiles, deceased, reported the follow
ing resolution, which was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 4770) for the relief ot the legal repre
sentatives of Pleasant U. Craigmiles, deceased, now pending in the 
Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same 
is hereby referred to the Court ot Claims in pursuance of the pro
visions ol an act entitled "An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States," a:pproved March 3, 1887. 
And the said court shall proceeci with the same rn accordance with the 
provisions o! such act, and report to the. Senate in accordance there
with. 

FUNERAL EXPE~SES OF THE LATE SENATOR WHYTE. 

Mr. KE.AN, from the Committee- to Audit and Control the 
C~ntingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
following resolutionr submitted yesterday by 1\lr. RAYNER, re
ported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani
mous consent, and agJ:eed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the S~nate be, and he. hereby is, au
thorized and d1rected to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate 
the expenses incurred for Senators and officers ot the· Senate in attend
ing the funeral of the late Senator William Pinkney Whyte, ot Mary
land, on March 1.9, 1908, including floral offering furnished .. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN WYOMING. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I report back favorably, with 

amendments, from the Committee on Public Lands, the joint 
resolution ( S. R. 66) providing for additional lands for Wyom
ing under the provisions of the Carey Act, and I submit a re
port (No. 505) thereon. I call the attention of my colleague to 
tbe joint resolution. 

Mr. WARREN. The joint resolution is a short one, it con
cerns a loeal matter, and it is important that it should be passed 
at an early time. I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, an.d, there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the "Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. 

1\fr. HEYBURN. I sllould like to call the attention of the 
Senator from Wyoming to the fact that the joint resolution 
which we passed February 22 has been reported favorably 
from the committee, amended in the House, including the lands 
called for in this joint resolution. I think, probably, the Sen
ator's attention has not been called to it. 

Mr. W .AllREN. My attention had been called to it, but it 
has not yet passed tbe House, nor has the- Wyoming portion 
e>er passed the Senate, and I desire that this joint resolution 
shall now pass the Senate to strengthen the matter the Senator 
has called my attention to as pending on the House side in the 
way of an amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. I would call the Senator's attention to the 
fact that an amendment is necessary in the joint resolution 
because of the striking out of the preamble. 

:Mr. WARREN. The amendments are about to be read now. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary wiU read the amend

ments of the committee. 
The SECRETARY. On •page 2, line 1, strike out the words " to 

be subject to the terms of said acts" and insert in lieu-
and subject to the terms- of section 4 of an act of Congress entitled 
"An act making aypropriations for sundry civil exvenses of the Govern~ 
ment for the fisca year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pw·poses," 
approved August 18, 1894, and by amendments thereto. 

.Mr. BACON. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Wyo
ming that it is impossible for us to act intelligently upon this 
amendment unless we know something about the substantive 
proposition. I do not wish to unduly delay the proceeding, but . 
if there is a report I would be glad to have it read. If not, I 
think the Senator, as it seems to be a matter which concerns a 
very large interest,. should inform the Senate substantially what 
the purpose is. 

1\Ir. WARREN. It is a matter that I assumed every Senator 
was duly acquainted with. It simply extends a law already 
existing so as to cover another million acres that may be re-

.. 
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claimed under provisions of the existing laws. The amendment 
is simply to conform the reservations and stipulations of the 
original act and the supplementary act. If the Senator wishes 
to have the joint resolution go over I do not wish to press it. 

1\lr. BACO~. No; I do not wish it to go over, but the Sen
ator says that he supposes all Senators are familiar with the 
matter. Senators who live in the public-land States are natu
rally more familiar with legislation in regard thereto than those 
of us who do not. At the same time it is our purpose and our 
wish to vote intelligently. 

Mr. WARREN. May I say to the Senator in short--
1\lr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator from Georgia 

allow me a moment? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the senior Senator from Wyoming? 
1\lr. BACON. I do. 
1\lr. CLARK of Wyoming. I desire to say to the.- Senator 

from Georgia that, anticipating his inquiry and knowing that 
many Senators have not had their attention called to some of 
the parts of the -rarious land acts, there is included in the re
port upon this particular joint resolution, which in itself is 
-rery short, a full synopsis of the act and the operations under 
it, together with a reprint of the law itself and the regulations 
of the General Land Office with relation thereto. I think the 
Senator will find that it is one of the most beneficial of all 
the acts we have ever passed. 

1\Ir. BACON. I understand the Senator to say that the report 
is short. 

1\lr. CLARK of Wyoming. No; I say the joint resolution is 
very short. The report is very long, so as to inform the Senate 
generally of the operation of the law. 

Mr. BACON, If other Senators understand it, I would not 
myself wish to stand in the way, but if other Senators have as 
little information on it as I have they are not in a position to 
vote upon it intelligently. 

1\lr. CLARK of Wyoming. We will be glad to give the Sena
tor any detailed information on any particular feature. 

1\lr. BACOK. I simply asked that the Senator's colleague 
should state the purpose, in brief, of the proposed legislation, 
in the absence of the reading of a long report. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I will take just a moment. 
Some years ago, in order to initiate the irrigation of arid 

lands, a million acres of the public domain was placed at the 
disposal of each of the arid-land States under the conditions 
that if the State granted to individuals or corporations the 
right to build reservoirs and ditches to reclaim such lands, then 
there might be settlers by authority of the State, settling as 
homesteaders upon the public land, paying nothing to the United 
States, but settling with the States and with those who brought 
on the water for the reclamation of the land. 

It then required legislation on the part of the several States. 
Such legislation was had. For some years the matter moved 
slowly, but later on the lands were taken up, and in some States 
the supply of lands has been exhausted. We have already pro
vided additional lands for Idaho in a similar joint resolution. 
Wyoming has exhausted so much of the million acres that 
pending applications ·will not only exhaust the remafnder, but 
call for a portion of this proposed additional million acres. 

This million acres belongs to the · United States, and re
mains as it is until the State as such shall apply for certain 
tracts, backed up with maps and full directions and full in
formation as to the reclamation of the land, so that the land 
only goes from the United States through the States to settlers 
after the water has been taken on the land and distributed. 

The joint resolution merely adds another million acres, as 
has been done for Idaho, and under the same terms that every 
arid-land State has enjoyed as to the original million acres. 

Mr. BACON. I will simply ask this question of the Senator. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 

yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
1\lr. WARREN. I yield. I am through. 
1\lr. BACON. The only effect of the joint resolution is to ap-

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 3, after the word 
"acts," to insert a comma, and also, after the word "acts," to 
strike out the words "to purchase." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 

and the amendments were concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment of the committee striking out the preamble. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

1\lr. TELLER introduced a bill ( S. 6626) providing for the 
condemnation for any public purpose of lands owned or held 
by the United States, which was read twice by its title and re
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills, which were severally 
read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill ( S. 6627) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Hooper (with an accompanying paper); and 

A. bill ( S. 6628) granting an increase of pension to ·charles 
H. Millis. 

1\fr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 662D) granting an increase 
of pension to J. J. Funkhouser, which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

1\fr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6630) granting an increase 
of pension to James K. P. Simpson, which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6631) to authorize 
certain extensions of the City and Suburban Railway of Wash
ington, and for other purposes, which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 6632) to amend section 6 of 
an act entitled "An act to regulate commerce," approved Febru
ary 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, which was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

:Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 6633) granting an in
crease of pension to William W. Barton, which was read twice 
by its title and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 6634) authorizing the Court 
of Claims to hear and adjudicate the claims of Samuel Garland, 
deceased, against the Choctaw Nation, which was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

l\Ir. MONEY introduced a bill ( S. 6635) for the relief of heirs 
of C. H. Hicks, deceased, which was read twice by its title and. 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

1\fr. DIXO~ introduced a bill (S. 6636) for the relief of Bull 
Snake and Old Coyote, Crow Indians, which was read twice by 
its title :1nd, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill ( S. 6637) granting a pension 
to 1\Iarcelina Jerusha Cox, which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

1\Ir. BACON introduced a bill (S. 6638) for the relief of the 
Lutheran Church of the Ascension, of Savannah, Ga., which 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

1\Ir. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 6639) granting an 
increase of pension to Bartola Canova, which was read twice by 
its title and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

1\fr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 6640) authorizing appro
priations for South Pass of the Mississippi Riyer, or lilurveys 
thereon, to be used in dredging said river -above the pass to se
cure 35 feet and suitable width, which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

ply a different method by which settlers may get land. Am I Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment providing that after 
correct in that? June 30, 1908, all clerks and draftsmen and classified civil-

1\Ir. WARREN. It is not different from what has preceded it. service employees whose compensation is based on a monthly 
· Mr. BACON. I understand that. or yearly rate, employed at United States arsenals, shall be 

1\fr. WARREN. But it is to add another million acres to the 

1 

granted thirty working days' leave of absence in each year, 
bank account, if I may so call it, of the State to be drawn upon etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro
accordingly as settlers and reclaimers will present their claims. priation bil1, which was referred to the Committee on Appro

Mr. BACON. But the land goes to the settlers and not to the priations and ordered to be printed. 
State? That is the point I am after. He also submitted an amendment pro-viding that after June 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; eventually. 30, 1908, all clerks and dl·aftsmeu and classified civil-service 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the employees whose compensation is based on a monthly or yearly 

ar ..t"r · ---roposed by the Committee on Public Lands. rate, employed at United States arsenals, shall be granted 
-<..-J'.j:iment was agreed to. thirty working days' leave of absence in each year, etc., in-

,· ---
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tended to be pruposed by him to the naval appropriation blllr 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and or
dered to be printed. 

I\fr. CULLOl\1 submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate S2D,OOO for the construction of a trunk sewer in the sub
division of North Columbia Heights, in the District of Colum
bia, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia 
approi>riation bill, which was referred to the Committee -on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate $50,000 to enable the Secretary of War to erect in the 
United States l'\ational Cemetery at Mexico City, Mexico, a 
suitable monument to the memory of the United States soldiers 
who fought in the war with Mexico, etc., intended to be pro
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$10,000 to aid in the erection and completion of a monument 
or memorial at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to commemorate the· 
battle of the Re>olution fought at that point bet\veen the 
Colonial troops and Indians October 10, 1774, intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CRA.XEJ submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate $7,500 to complete the grading of Girard street, South 
Brookl:md, from Fourteenth street to Brentwood road, and 
macadamize Girard street, South Brookland, from Twelfth 
street to Brentwood road, intended to be proposed by him to 
the District of Columbia appropri...'ttion bill, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed.. 

1\Ir . .~. JELSO~ submitted an amend.ment proposing to appro
priate SlG,OOO for the erection of a building for use of the 
1\eatllcr Dureau and for all necessary labor, materials and 
expea Ees, plans and specifications, etc., at the Minnesota State 
Agricultural College ana Experimental Station, at St. Anthony 
Park, Minn., intended to be proposed by him to the agricul
tural appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Foresh-oy and ordered to be printed. 

l\1r. P ERKINS submitted an amendment providing that the 
pay and a1lowances, except forage and mileage, which shall be 
goYerned by existing law, of all officers of the Navy and the 
l\Iarin e Cor ps sball be the same as the pay and allowances 
of ofccer s of corresponding rank in the Army, etc., intended 
to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill, wllich 
"a 1 cferred to the Committee on Na>al Affairs and ordered to 
be printed. 

SITES FOR PUBr,IC BUILDINGS. 

l\lr. SCOTT submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to the bill to increase the limit of cost of certain 
public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for p11blic 
buildbgs, to authorize the erection and completion of public 
buildings, and for other purposes, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMEND:\i.ENT TO 0::\J.NIBUS CLAIMS niLL. 

1\ir. )lcCREAUY submitted an amendment intended to be 
propo~ed by him to House bill 15372, known as the " omnibus 
daims bill," w·hich was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

REGULATION OF LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

1\Ir. BACON. I submit a substitute which is intended to be 
proposed by my elf in behalf of the minority of the Judiciary 
Commrttee to the bill (S. 651G) to regulate the interstate:-com
merce shipments of intoxicating liquors, reported by the Judi
ciary ommittee as a ubstitute for Senate bill 5151 and other 
bills to regulate interstate commerce in intoxicating liquors. 
As it relates to a matter of considerable interest, I ask that 
the prOl)OSed substitute may be printed in the RECORD without 
now being read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it is so ordered. 
The proposed substitute is as follows: 
Substitute intended to be proposed by Mr. BACON, represanting a 

minority of the Judiciary Committee, to the bill reported by the 
Judiciary Comtlittee as a substitute for Senate bill 5151 and other bills 
to regulate interstate commerce in intoxicating liquors. 

"He it enacted, etc., That whene-ver any spirituous, -vinous, malt, or 
intoxicating liquors of any kind shall, by being transported from one 
State ot· Territory or District into another State or Territory {)I' District, 
'Or from a foreign country into any State or Territory or Dish·ict, be
come a part of interstate or foreign commerce, said liquors are for all 
the purposes of this act hereby constituted a special class in such com
merce subject to the re~la.tory powers of Congress, and are hereby 
declared to .be, upon arr1val at the place of consignment, within th~ 
borders of said State or Territory or Di~trict, and before del~very to 

the consignee or other person claiming any title or interest 'in the same, 
subject in all particulru:s and to the fullest extent to the police powers of 
such State or Territory or Dish·ict, and shall not be exempt therefrom by 
reason of being introduced in original packages OT otberwi e: Pro'r:ided, 
That nothing in this act shall authorize any interruption of or interfer
ence with, by any State or Territory or District or its authority, the 
tr.ansportation of such merchandise from without such State or TeiTitory 
o1· District to the place of consignment within such State or Territory or 
District: And provided fttrther, That it shall be unlawful for any rail
road company, express company, or other common carrier, or other 
carrier engaged in foreign or interstate commerce to deliver or offer to 
deliver to any person any of such liquors at any other point than the 
point of consignment, or to unnecessarily and unduly arrest the trans
portation of such liquors at any other point than the point of consign
ment, with the intent either directly or indirectly to -violate the pro
visions of tills act. 

"SEc. 2. 'l'hat whenever any spirituous, vinous, malt, and intoxica
ting liquors of any .kind shall be or become a part of foreign or inter
state commerce, it shall be unlawful for any railroad company, ex
press company, or other carrier, or any officer, employee, or agent 
thereof, engaged in or in connection with the h·ansportation of such 
liquors of any kind from one State or Territory or District into another 
State or 'Territory or District, or from any foreign country into any 
State or Territory or Dish·ict, when such liquors are consigned to any 
point within a State or Territory or District where by the law of said 
State or Territory or District the sale of such liquors is prohibited, or 
restricted, to collect, either directly or indirectly, on or before or after 
delivery from the consignor or consignee, or from any other person, the 
purchase price or any part thereof of such liquors ; and it shall be un
lawful for any railroad company, express company, or other currier, 
officer, employee, or agent thereof, engaged as aforesaid, in any man
ner, directly or indirectly, to act as the agent of the consignor or con
signee, or of the buyer or seller of such liquors, for the purpose In any 
manner or degree of ouying or selling the same, saving only in the 
actual tr:msportation and delivery of the same and to the extent as 
provided in this act, subject in all cases to the full exercise of the police 
power·s of the State or Territory or District into which such liquors 
are trnnsP.orted. 

"SEc. i:L That it shall be unlawful for any railroad company, ex· 
press company, or other carrier, officer, employee, or agent thereof, 
engaged as aforesaid, to accept for transportation, or to transport from 
any State or Territory or District into any other State or Territory or 
District, or from any foreign country into any State or Territory or Dis
h·ict, spirituous, vinous, malt, or intoxicating liquors cansigned to any 
fictitious person or to any fictitious name, or without consignment to 
some person, or after having so accepted or transported any such liquors 
consig11 ed to any fictitious person or fictitious name, or· without con
signment to any person, to deliver the same to any person whomsoever 
except in pursuance of the requirements of the police regulations as 
aforesaid of the State or Territory or District into which said liquors 
are thus trnnsported. 

" SEc. 4. 'rhat e-very railroad company, express company, or other car
rier as aforesaid, or any officer, employee, or agent thereof, who shall 
knowingly violate the pro\ l.sions of this act or any part thereof shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished 
by a fine of not le s than • 500 and not more than $5,000: Provided, 
That any officer, employee, or agent or such company or carrier who 
shall be convicted as aforesaid shall, in addition to the fine herein 
provided for, be liable, in the discretion of the court, to imprisonment 
for a term of not less than one nor more than two years. 

"SEc. 5. That nothing in this act shall be construed to autholize 
a State, Territory, or District to control or otherwise interrupt or 
interfere with the transportation of liquors intended for shipment 
entirely through such State, Territory, or District and not intended for 
delivery therein. 

"SEc. 6. That every package containing any spirituous, vinous, malt, 
or intoxicating liquors of any kind when delivered to any carrier for 
shipment from any State or Territory or District into another State 
or Territory or District, or from any foreign country into any State 
or Territory or District, shall be plainly and distinctly marked with 
the names of the consignor and consignee, with name and quantity of 
the liquors contained therein, and the name of the place of shlpment 
and of the place of consignment. And all packages of such intoxica
ting liquors and the contents thereof which shall be delivered to any 
carrier for shlpment from one State or Territory or District into 
an{)ther State or Territory or District without having thereon the 
marks as 1·equired by this act shall be forfeited to the United States; 
and when shlpped from any foreign country into any State or Territory 
or District without having thereon the marks, as required by this act, 
shall, upon arrival within the jurisdiction of the United States, be 
forfeited to the United States; and all such packages and the contents 
thereof shall be proceeded against, seized, and forfeited by due course 
of law. And every person within the jurisdiction of the United States 
who shall deliver to a carrier any such liquor or package of liQuors 
for shipment from any State or Territory or Dish·ict into another 
State or "Territory or District without having thereon the marks, as 
required by this act, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and for such 
Mfense shall be punished by a fine of not less than $100 and not exceed
ing :H,OOO. 

"SEc. 7. That an laws and parts of laws in conflict with the pro
visions -of this act are hereby repealed." 

1\fr. BACON. I also ask that the proposed substitute be 
printed and that it lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDE~""T. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. BACON. I desire to state in this connection, as there is 

no minority report in this matter, that the substitute which I 
present is substantially the same as Senate bill 5151, there being 
only some amendments which are deemed by the friends of it 
essential to being incorporated thei·eon. 

BEPORT OF INLA.ND WATERWAYS COMMISSION. 

.1.\Ir. PILES (for 1\:Ir. NEWLANDS) submitted the following 
concurrent resolution, which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resol~:ed by tlze Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed and bound .at the Government Printing Office 
~0,000 copies of the p1·eliminary report of the Inland Waterways Com
mission, with illustr-ations, of which 5,000 copies shall bP. for the House 
of Representatives, 2,500 copies f.or ~ Senate, and ~ '300 copies for 
the use of the Commission. 

.· 
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NATIONAL BISON BANGE. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President, I should like to ask unanimous 
consent at this time for the immediate consideration of the bill 
( S. G159) to establish a permanent national bison range. 

Mr. KEAN. Let us have the regular order, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 

Are there further concurrent or other resolutions? 
PRESIDENTIAL .APPROVAL. 

A messn.ge from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
:M. C. LATT.A, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi
dent had approved and signed the following act : 

On April 13, 1908 : 
S. 4260. An act. to amend an act entitled "An act to amend an 

act entitled 'An act to regulate commerce,' approved February 
4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the pow
ers of the Interstate Commerce Commission," approYed June 
2D, 190G. 

EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of RepresentatiYes: 

House concurrent resolution 37. 
Resolt;ea by tl!e House of Representatives (tlle Senate concurring), 

That in enrolling the bill (H. R. 20310) relating to the liability of com
mon carriers by railroads to their employees in certain cases, the en
rolling clerk be directed to correct said blll by inserting in section 3, 
after the word " railroad," in line 2, the words "under or by . virtue 
of any of the provisions of this act," so that said section 3 will read 
as follows: 

"SEC. 3. That in all actions hereafter brouaht against any such 
common carrier by railroad, under or by virtue of any of the provisions 
of this act. to recover damages for personal injuries to an employee, or 
where such injuries have r esulted in his death, the fact that the em
ployee may have been guilty of contributory negligence shall not bar a 
recovery, but the damages shall be diminished by the jury in propor
tion to the amount of negligence attributable to such employee : P1·o-
1:idecl, That no such employee who may be injured or killed shall be held 
to have been guilty of contributory negligence in any case where the 
violation by such common carrier of any statute enacted for the safety 
of employees contributed to the injury or death of such employee. 

Mr. HALE. I moye that the Senate agree to the concurrent 
resolution. 

The c<mcurrent resolution was agreed to. 
INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 15G53) to increase the pension of widows of deceased 
soldiers and sailors of the late civil war, the war with Mexico, 
the yarious Indian wars, etc., and to grant a pension to certain 
widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late ciru war, 
ha. ving met, after full and free conference ha Ye agreed to recom
mend and do recommend to their respectiYe Houses as follows: 

Thn.t the Senate recedes from its amendment to section 1 of 
the bill; 

That the Senate recedes from its amendment on lines 14 and 
15, page 2, of the bill ; 

That the Senate recedes from its amendment on line 20, page 
2, after " six ; " 

That the Senate recedes from its amendment to the title of 
the bill; 

That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate in line 12, page 2 of the bill; 

That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate on lines 17, 18, and 19, page 2 of the bill; 
and agree to the sn.me. 

P. J. :1\fcCm.mER, 
N. B. SCOTT, 
JAB. P. TALIA.FERBO, 

Managers on the part ot the Senate. 
c. A. SULLOW.AY, 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
CnAs. H. WEISSE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

l\Ir. 1\IcCUl\IBER. As the report itself does not signify 
clearly what disagreements have been disposed of between the 
two Houses, I wish to state briefly what they are. 

The Sulloway bill as it passed the House extended the bene
fits of the law raising widows' pensions from $8 to $12 per 
month to aU those who were married prior to June 27, 1890. 
The Senate n.mended that portion of the bill by extending the 
privileges to all of those who were or should be married prioc 
to the date of the enactment of the bill into a law. The Senate 
conferees receded from that proposition and this agreement 
leayes the bill in its original shape, that its benefits shall apply 
onJy to those who were married prior to 1890. 

It is but fair to say that without this receding on the part 
of the Senate conferees it would haye been impossible, in my 
opinion, to have secured a bill. The Senate, by its yote and 
also the Senate Committee on Pensions and the Senate con
ferees, believe that fixing any date other than the date on 
which the law should go into effect as a period of demarcation 
between the marriage of those who should. be entitled to the 
benefits of the act and those who should be excluded would 
be illogical. As a matter of fact, it is well know that perhaps 
four-fifths of the soldiers were not married until after the close 
of the war, and those marriage ceremonies haye been continuing 
up to the present time. So we could fix absolutely no date that 
we could say would be a logical date unless we were to con
sider the war widows alone. 

Undoubtedly the Senate and the House will ha ye an oppor
tunity to pass directly upon that question after this bill shall 
have become a law, as unquestionably a new bill will be intro
duced for the purpose of extending its benefits so that it will 
include all those who were married prior to the passage and 
the approval of the act. 

The other important feature is this: The House extended the 
benefits of the bill to the widows of the Spanish war who are 
now entitled to receiye pensions. It will be remembered that 
those widows of soldiers who sened in the Spanish war enti
tled to receiye pensions of at less than $12 per month, under the 
present law, are those only who were married during the war 
or prior to the war, and the death of whose husbands was due 
to senice origin. The Senate conferees recede from the Senate 
amendment, cutting out the provisions of the bill which apply 
to those widows. The number is comparatiyely few. 

Those were the only important disagreements. 
1\fr. 1\'ELSON. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da

kota yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
l\Ir . .1\fcCUMBER. With pleasure. 
l\Ir. NELSON. Do I understand that the bill now makes a 

flat rate of $12 per month to all widows instead of $8, as be
fore? 

M:r. McCUMBER. Yes; it simply changes the amount from 
$8 to $12 to all widows who were married prior to June 27, 1890, 
and it also leayes out the clause under the old 1890 law, which 
required them to show that they were receiving an income of 
less than $250 a year. 

:Mr. NELSON. It repeals the property qualification. 
)Jr. McCUMBER. It repeals the property qualification. 
Mr. NELSON. And makes a fiat rate of $12 a month. 
Mr. McCUMBER. It makes a flat rate of $12 a month. 
The report was agreed to. 

lffiMOBI.AL .ADDRESSES 0~ THE L.A'IE SENATORS FROM FLORIDA. 
1\lr. TALIAFERRO. .Mr. President, I desire to giye notice 

that on Saturday, l\fay 2, immediately after the routine morning 
business, I shall ask the Senate to consider resolutions com
memoratiYe of the liYes, character, and public sernces of my 
L'lte colleagues, Ron. STEPHE~ R. MALLORY and the Hon. WIL
LIAM JAMES BRYAN. 

COMPANIES B, C, AND D, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

l\fr. FORAKER. 1\!r. President, I ask that Senate bill 5729 
may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks that 
the following bill be laid before the Senate: 

The SECRETARY. Under Rule I~ the bill (S. 572V) to correct 
the records and authorize the reenlistment of certain noncom
missioned officers and enlisted men belonging to Companies B, 
C, and D, of the Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, who were 
discharged without honor under Special Or.(l.ers, No. 266, War 
Department, November 9, 1906, and the restoration to them of 
all rights of which they have been deprived on account thereof. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the bill is be
fore the Senate. 

.Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I haye in my hand a clip
ping from a newspaper which indicates that there is !l. great 
deal of misinformation abroad in the land. This purports to be 
a dispatch from Wasllington announcing that I was to speak on 
the Brownsville matter, that my speech would occupy three 
days, and that it would be in the nature of a bitter attack upon 
the President of the United States and the Secretary of \\ar. 

This is the first time I was eyer cliargecl with making or con
templating a three days' speech. I indignantly deny that slan
der. Printed, as it is, it is a libel. 

But more particularly, Mr. President, I desire to say that l 
have at no time had any purpose to attack the President or Sec
retary Taft in connection with this matter or in connection with 
any other matter. I haYe had no yengeance to seek and no oc
casion to seek any, I hope. In this whole matter I haye simply 
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sought to present to the Senate, in so far as I might be able to 
do so, the facts in regard to this unfortunate affair. 

I hope also, l\Ir. President, that I need not make any apology 
to the Senate for having reduced the remarks that I desire to 
make to manuscript or for using that mannscript. I seldom 
make a speech in that way, but when I do it is, in my own 
mind at least, a compliment to the subject I am to discuss. 

I want to present this matter in as concise a way as I can 
and in as intelligent a way as I can and within limitations that 
will enable all who may so desire to find out the views I entertain 
with respect to it; that is to say, that my remarks will not be 
so long but that all may read who may care to read them. For 
that reason I have taken the trouble which, as Senators know, 
I seldom do take, of putting my views on paper, and I intend 
to make use of that paper, but I hope I may be able to do so 
without unduly wearying my colleagues. 

1\fr. President, before discussing the proposed legislation I 
desire to review and analyze the testimony that has been taken 
before the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The resolution under which the investigation was had pre
cluded the committee from considering the question of the au
thority of the President to make the order under which the 
troops were discharged without honor, and confined the commit
tee to an investigation of the facts and a report of the same 
to the Senate. 

The committee observed this direction. While this direction 
probably does not preclude me from discussing the constitutional 
right and power of the President to make such an order, yet 
I have fully discussed that subject on other occasions and do 
not for that reason care to repeat that argument now. I shall 
confine myself, therefore, in what I have to say at this time, as 
the committee did, to the facts, and it will be my endeavor to 
show the effect of the facts that have been established by the 
testimony that has been taken. 

Before entering upon this labor, it may not be amiss to re
mark, in vi"ew of the many misstatements that have been 
made, that the purpose of this investigation has not been to 
embarrass the President or anybody else; nor has it been to 
make any capital of any kind, political or otherwise, against 
anybody or for anybody. 

On the contrary, it has been solely to establish, if possible, 
who did the shooting at Brownsville on the night of August 
13-14, 1906, and, if it should turn out that the shooting was 
done by any of the discharged soldiers of the Twenty-fifth 
United States Infantry, to identify, if possible, the particular 
individuals who were guilty of participating in such shooting, 
and to identify, also, if possible, any accessories either before 
or after the affray, and to ascertain, also, whether or not in 
any event there has been any so-called " conspiracy of silence" 
on account of which the men, or any of them, have withheld 
any information of which they may be possessed in regard to 
such shooting affray; and this has been done with a view to 
giving effect in a practical way to the suggestions of the Presi
dent himself, who, in his communications to Congress on this 
subject, has stated in substance that if at any time it should 
appear that any of the men discharged were free from guilt 
with respect to the matter they might be exempted from the 
operations of the order of discharge without honor and be 
restored to any rights they may have lost on account thereof. 

With this purpose in view, about sixty of the men discharged 
.. were called as witnesses, among them, in so far as they could 

be reached with subprenas, the noncommL"lsioned officers of the 
three companies, the men who were on guard duty that night, 
and e\ery soldier with respect to whom there was the slightest 
cause to think he might have any knowledge that would be of 
any importance in establishing the purposes of the investigation. 

The witnesses so called embraced, in so far as the committee 
were able to judge, all those noncommissioned officers and sol
diers of the battalion who were in a situation to know, and who 
of nece~·sity would have 1.""nown, something of the facts of such a 
raid if the raiders were soldiers of the garrison. 

The investigation has one unusual feature, in view of the 
character of it, that merits a word of explanation, and that is 
the fact that the men who were charged with guilt were first 
heard by the committee in their own defense, and then, afi:er 
they han so testified, witnesses were called to show their guilt. 

This grew out of the fact that the President acted, in making 
his order for the discharge of the men without honor, upon testi
mony submitted to him by the inspecting officers of the Army. 

This testimony consisted of unsworn statements made by 
citizens of Browns\ille immediately after the shooting affray 
occurred and by such statements as these inspecting officers felt 
warranted in making, based on their investigations at Browns
ville and later at El Reno, to which post the battalion was re
moved a few days after the shooting occurred and at which post 
the battalion was stationed when the men were discharged. 

This testimony and these official reports of the inspecting offi
cers were thought to be, as a result of the discussion that oc
curred in the Senate, insufficient to warrant the action that had 
been taken in discharging the men. 

In consequence, the President directed Mr. Purdy, an assistant 
to the Attorney-General, and :Major lllocl{som to visit Browns
ville and retake the testimony upon which his action had been 
based in the form of affidavits. 

Attached to this testimony were a number of exhibits, such 
as bullets, that were said to have been cut out of the houses 
of Brownsville, into which they were fired on the night of the 
affray; exploded shells and a number of cartridges that were 
found in the streets at points where the shooting had occurred, 
and a bandolier which was picked up on the route over which 
the· raiders passed. 

In addition, some testimony was submitted of experts and 
ordnance officers supporting the conclusion that had been ar
rived at that soldiers of the Twenty-fifth United States Infantry 
had done the firing. 

This testimony was reviewed and submitted to the President 
by the Secretary of War as conclusively establishing the guilt 
of the men. 

The President transmitted this testimony to the Senate, to
gether with the report to him of the Secretary of War, and an
nounced in his message of transmittal that, in his opinion, the 
testimony showed beyond a reasonable doubt the guilt of the 
men. 

When, therefore, the Senate ordered the investigation, it was 
to give the men an opportunity to meet the case that bad so 
been made against them. For that reason they were called 
first, and after they had testified in such numbers that every 
member of the committee was satisfied that to call additional 
witnesses from the soldiers was unnecessary in order to get 
all information that could be secured from that source, the 
taking of further testimony by the soldiers was suspended. 

Thereupon, in order to again convict the men of the crime 
with which they had been charged, the same witnesses who 
had twice before testified were recalled and examined and 
cross-examined at great length before the committee together 
with other additional witnesses. After this testimony had been 
taken a number of officers of the battalion and some of the 
men were recalled in rebuttal. 

So it is that · in a most important case, involving in its 
various phases the charge of raiding, and the shooting up of 
the town, the commission of murder, assaults with intent to 
kill, perjury, and conspiracy to withhold testimony to screen 
the guilty of crimes amounting to felonies, punished with im
prisonment in the penitentiary, we have the unprecedented 
spectacle of the men charged being required to appear and 
prove their innocence, and then to be again, for a third time, 
subjected to the accusative testimony upon which the whole 
case against them does and must of necessity rest. 

While it may be said that this does not alter the truth, yet 
it remains that it is a violation of the practice that has been 
observed since the beginning of the common law for the pro
tection of those who were charged with crime, and a practice 
that has for the accused in all cases where crime is charged 
only that reasonable advantage of fully advising the accused 
before he enters upon his defense of what it is that he is 
accused and with what testimony in all its details it is sought 
to establish such accusation. I do not mention this to com
plain about it, for the record will disclose to any unbiased man 
who may study it that, notwithstanding this disadvantage, and 
notwithstanding the many other disadvantages to which theso 
men were subjected, they have given their evidence with such 
straightforward frankness and with such manifest truthful
ness that, in my opinion, nothing remains to show their com
plete vindication except only the discovery of the real culprits, 
which time will surely make unless the adage that " murder 
will out " has ceased to be a truth. 

It is necessary to an intelligent discussion of the testimony to 
make a brief explanatory statement as to the general situa
tion at Brownsville on the night of the affray. 

The Government reservation known as" Fort Brown" is situ
ated on the bank of the Rio Grande River immedintely oppo
site Matamoros, Mexico, and within the limits of the town of 
Brownsville, the principal streets and parts of which are im
mediately north of the reservation. 

The reservation is bounded on the northern side by a brick 
wall some 4 or 5 feet in height at the point where the principal 
part of the shooting affray is alleged to have commenced. 

The garrison consisted of three companies-n, C, and D ot 
the Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, colo'red. 

These were quartered in barracks that stood in a line 100 
feet south of the reservation wall, so that the rear of the bar
racks looked out northwardly toward the town. 
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The main gate or entrance to the reservation opened out into 

Elizabeth street, which was the principal street of Brownsville. 
These companies occupied separate barracks. D Company 

barracks stood to the left of the road leading out of the reserva
tion through the main entrance into Elizabeth street; B Com
IJUny barracks stood imrnedia tely to the right of this road, and 
C Company barracks stood next on the right of B barracks. 

The barracks fronted on n. parade ground, on the opposite 
side of which were the quarters of the officers, occupied on the 
night of the affray by 1\Iaj. Charles W. Penrose, the commanding 
oflicer of the battalion and the post; Captain Lyon, commanding 
Company D; Captain Macklin, commanding Company C; Lieu
tenant Lawrason, commanding Company B, and Lieutenant 
Grier, acting quartermaster and commissary of the post. 

Parallel with Elizabeth sh·eet and 120 feet eastwardly from 
the same, in the middle of the block, is an alley, 20 feet in 
width, known in the testimony as "Cowen alley.'' 

'fhe mouth of this alley approaches the fort at a point about 
OfllJOSite the space between the B Company and C Company 
harracks. 

.Along the wall outside the reservation was a road 30 feet 
in width, called the Garrison road. 

Along the wall inside the reservation were the sinks, coal 
houses, and other outbuildings of the barracks. 

The barracks were two-story buildings, with lower and up
per porches in rear along their entire length. 

Each of these barracks was about 165 feet in length and 40 
feet in width. The upper porch was only 12 feet above the 
gl'ound. 

The charge against the soldiers is that a few minutes before 
midnight, August 13, 1906, a squad, estimated by the different 
witnesses all the way from five or six to twenty, in pursuance 
of a carefully planned and preconcerted conspiracy to shoot 
UJl the town, in some way secured their guns from the gun 
rack~, opened fire on the town from the upper porch of B bar
racks, then rushed down to the ground, and to the wall separat
ing the reservation from the town, jumped over the wall at a 
point opposite the Cowen alley, proceeded northwardly along 
that alley a distance of two or three squares, shooting into the 
I10uses, hotels, and saloons, and at citizens on the streets, with the 
result that they fired probably from two to three hundred shots, 
kil1ed a bartender of the Tillman saloon by the name of Frank 
Natus, killed the horse of the lieutenant of police, Dominguez, 
wounding him in his' ,eft arm, and did other damages of one 
kind and another; that at the corner of the alley and Thir
teenth street, where the Miller Hotel is situated, the squad 
divided, one portion of it going east on Thirteenth street to 
"\Vashington street, the next street east of Elizabeth street, 
where they fired a number of shots into the house of a revenue 
deputy by the name of Starck; that after this, which was the 
last of the firing, they retnrned to the fort and joined their 
companies without being detected. by their officers, who were 
at that time wide-awake and engaged in the formation of the 
compllllies. 

Finally, under the stress of circumstances, it was further 
charged that, in ibe nature of things, it was impossible for such 
a squad of soldiers to plan and execute such a conspiracy with
out many, if not all, of the other members of the battalion having 
knowledge which, if disclosed, would identify the particular 
individuals who participated in the shooting, and that the in
ability of the inspection officers and others to secure any such 
information was to be atti:ibuted to a conspiracy of silence 
into which an having such knowledge, whether few or many, 
must have entered. · 

The gradual evolution of this last charge is interesting, sug
gestive, and instructive. 

It had its inception, so far as the record discloses, in the 
following passage from the report of Major Blocksom, dated at 
Brownsville, August 29, 190G : 

The officers appeared to be trying to find the criminals, but it is 
certainly unfortunate for the reputation of the battulion that they have 
as yet hardly discovered a single clue to such a terrible preconcerted 
crime, committed by so many men. 

I believe the battalion had an excellent reputation up to the 13th 
of August, but the stain now upon it is the worst I have ever seen in 
the Army. 

:Many of its old soldiers who had nothing to do with the raid must 
know something tangible as to identity of the criminals. If they do 
not disclose their knowledge, they should be made to sull'er with others 
more guilty, as far as the law will permit. If satisfactory evidence 
concerning tbc identity of tile criminals does not come from members 
of the battalion before a certain date to be fixed by the War Depart
ment, I recommend that all enlisted men of the three companies present 
on the night of August 13 be discharg-ed the service and debarred from 
rccnJistment in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps. 

'.rhis suggestion, without the help of any further testimony, 
took definite form in the order of October 4, 100G, issued by 
th<'- As istant Secretary of War, directing General Garlington 
to make an investigation, in the following language: 

'rhe President authorizes you to make known to those concerned the 
orders given by him in this case, namely: "If the guilty parties can 

not be discov~red, the President approves the recommendation that the 
whole three companies implicated in this atrocious outrage should be 
dismissed, and the men forever debarred from reenlisting in the Army 
or Navy of the United States." 

And in this connection the President further authorizes you to make 
known to those concerned that tmless such enlisted men of the Twenty
fifth Infantry as may have knowledge of the facts relating to the shoot
ing, killing, and riotous conduct on the part of the men with the organi
zations serving at Fort Brown, Tex., on the night of the 13th of August, 
1906, report to you such facts and all other circumstances within their 
knowledge which will assist in apprehending the guilty parties, orders 
will be immediately issued from the War Department discharging every 
man in Companies B, C, and D, of the Twenty-fifth Infantry, without 
honor, and forever debarring them from reenlisting in the Army or 
Navy of the United States, as well as from employment in any ci>il 
capacity under the Government. · 

The time to be given to the enlisted men of Companies B, C, and D, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, for consideration of this ultimatum will be de
termined. by you. If, at the end of the time designated, the facts and 
circumstances of the occurrence in question have not been established 
sufficiently clear to indicate a reasonable certainty of securing a con
viction of the J;Uilty parties by evidence obtained from enlisted men of 
the first battalion, Twenty-fifth Infantry, you will report the condition 
by wire to The Military Secretary. 

General Garlington made his investigation, therefore, with 
this thought before him, but made no further progress than to 
suggest in a vague sort of way that the men had " possibly " 
come to a common understanding that they would not give any 
information of which they might be pos.sessed that would lead 
to the identification of any of the raiders. 

On this point he said in his report that all the men denied 
guilt, or guilty knowledge, but that thes~ denials- • 
indicated a possible general understanding among the enlisted men of 
this battalion of the position they would take in the premises-

And I call the attention of Senators particularly to this
but I could find no evidence of such understanding. 

No evidence that there was any conspiracy of silence. I em
phasize that, because that, you will discover as we proceed, is 
an important part of this case in so far as there is any case 
left. 

Upon this report, without an iota of additional testimony-in 
other words, upon the mere suggestion of General Garlington 
and others that an agreement to withhold testimony had been 
entered into among the men, of which General Garlington was 
careful to say he had found no evidence--the President ordered 
all the men discharged. 

Of that which was only "possible," in the opinion of General 
Garlington, and of which he "could find no evidence," the 
President, without any additional testimony, became so thor
oughly convinced by the time he felt it necessary to defend his 
action that in his message to the Senate of December 19, 1006, 
he said: 

A blacker crime never stained the annals of the Army. It has been 
supplemented by another, only less black, in the shape of a successful 
conspiracy of silence for the purpose of shielding those who took part 
in the original conspiracy of murder. 

At another point in that same message he said: 
Yet some of the noncommissioned officers and many of the men of 

the three eompanies in question have banded together in a conspiracy 
to protect the assassins and would-be assassins who have disgraced 
their uniforms by the conduct above related. Many of these noncom
missioned officers and men must have known, and all of them may 
have known, circumstances which would have led to the conviction of 
those engaged in the murderous assault. They have stolidly, and as 
one man, broken their oaths of enlistment and ·refused to help dis
cover the criminals. 

A charge as to which, by the latest official report laid before 
the President, it was said there was no testimony whatever. 
Although diligently searched for, the inspecting officers of the 
Army had been unable to find any testimony. 

In his message to the Senate of January 14, 1907, after the 
Purdy testimony had been taken and the President felt called 
upon to further defend ·his action, he said : 

The testimony of the witnesses and the position of the bullet boles 
show that fifteen or twenty of the negro troops gathered inside the fort 
and that the first shots fired into the town were fired from within the 
fort-some of them, at least, from the upper galleries of the barr!lcks. 

* * * * * 
It iB out of the question that the fifteen or twenty men engaged in 

the assault could have gathered behind the wall of the fort, begun 
firing, some of them on the porches of the barracks, gone out into the 
town, fired in the neighborhood of 200 shots in the town, then re
turned-the total time occupied from the time of the first shots to 
the time of their return being somewhere in the neighborhood of ten 
minutes-without many of their comrades knowing what they had 
done. 

Indeed, the fuller details as established by the additional evidence 
taken since I last communicated with the Senate make it likel:v that 
there were very few, if any, of the soldiers dismissed who could have 
been ignorant of what occurred. It is well-nigh impossible tllat any 
of the noncommissioned officers who were at the barracks should not 
have known what occurred. 

This so-called" Purdy testimony" was given by the citizens of 
Brownsville, and was largely but a repetition of the testimony 
gtven previQusly, though not given under oath. It did not 
embrace any testimony of the soldiers, or of anybody, in I"egard 
to a withholding of knowledge by tb.e soldiers, and there was no 
pretense on the part of anyone that any evidence had be~n dis-

• 
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covered since General Garlington's report to indicate, much less 
establish, a conspiracy of silenoe, and at that time he officially 
reported that he could find no evidence whateyer of any con· 
spiracy of silence. 

But whether justified or not, the men were finally charged 
with-

1. The organization of a conspiracy to shoot up the town. 
2. That the squad which did the shooting necessarily had a 

number of accessories both before and after the fact. 
3. That the first shots were fired from the upper gallery of 

B barracks. 
4. That other shots were fired from within the reservation. 
5. That the raiders then jumped over the wall and committed 

the outrages mentioned, returned to quarters, and joined their 
companies without the detection pf any of them by their com-
missioned officers. . 

G. That of necessitv such a conspiracy could not haye been 
formed and executed· without many, if not all, of the enlisted 
men, 1mrticularly the noncommissioned officers, having knowl
ct.i.ge, which, if disclosed, would lead to the identity of the 
raiders, and that the refusal of the men to disclose such infor
mation was evidence of a conspiracy of silence to defeat the 
ends of justice. 

EVIDE:YCE AGAIXST THE SOLDIERS. 

The testimony to support these charges consists of two classes
so-called "&yewitnesses," who testified to their personal obser
vations, and circumstantial evidence, such as the finding of 

. cartridges, exploded shells, and so forth, at the places where the 
firing was done. 

"\\.,.e are told in the majority report that there were fifteen 
witnesses who saw the men who did the firing and recognized 
them as soldiers from the garrison. Most of these witnesses 
have testified four different times-

First, before the citizens' committee a day or two after the 
shooting occurred. 

Second, before the grand jury of Cameron County, in which 
Brownsville is situated. 

Third, before the Penrose court-martial, and finally before 
the Senate Committee on .Military Affairs. 

Their testimony so given is sufficiently contradictory to show 
that it is unreliable. 

But aside from the contradictions on account of the darkness 
of th~ night, many things that were testified to by these wit
nesses could not have possibly been observed by them. 

There were no artificial lights in the Cowen alley and no 
light of any kind in the reservation, except at the main gate, 
120 feet distant from the mouth of Cowen alley. 

In all the immediate neighborhood of the points where, 
according to all the witnesses the first shots were fired, whether 
inside or outside the reservation, it was as dark as a very 
dark night could make it. · 

These witnesses testified that hearing the firing they went 
to their windows, looked out into this darkness, and at a dis
tance ranging all the way from 30 up to 150 feet saw the firing 
party and recognized them as soldiers from the garrison by 
the color of their faces, by the uniforms they wore, and the 
guns they carried. 

It is unnecessary to go over this evidence in a detailed way, 
for, conceding for the sake of argument that the witnesses 
undertook to testify truthfully, the flimsy and unreliable char
acter of the whole of it is fairly indicated by the testimony 
of the four principal so-called "eyewitnesses." 

Without their testimony there is no credible evidence what
ever to support the charge that the first shots were fired from 
the barracks or from any place within the reservation or that 
there was any jumping over the wall by anybody. 

Without the testimony of these four witnesses the testimony 
of the officers and the men of the battalion that the shooting 
commenced at some point outside the reservation stands prac
tically uncontradicted. 

These witnesses were George ·w. Rendall and his wife, Jose 
Martinez, and J. P. 1\IcDonel. · 

Rendall and his wife lived in the upper story of a building 
that stood on the corner of Elizabeth street and the Garrison 
road. 

Their front windows looked out over the reservation. Rendall 
testified that he was awakened by the first shots that were 
fired; that he went to his window and looked out over the 
reservation to see what was occurring; that while he was look
ing to his right, in the direction of the barracks occupied by 
D Company, he heard a shot to his left which sounded as 
though it had been fired from some point in the reservation; 
that thereupon he turned his head to the left to look in the 
direction from which the sound carne, and saw two other shots 
fired in succession; that they were fired from somewhere near 

the east end of B Company barracks, and. that the piece from 
which these shots were fired, whether a gun or a revolver, seemed 
to be pointed upward, for the shots seemed to be fired into the 
air. He then saw and heard men moving toward the wall at a 
point in front of the mouth of Cowen alley, and saw and 
heard them jump over the wall at that point. 

On further examination and cross-examination the witness 
stated that he was 72 years of age; that he was totally blind 
in one eye; that he had peen for a generation [laughter], and 
that his sight from the other had been so far impaired that 
he had been compelled to wear glasses for many years. 

Before the Penrose court-martial he testified that when he 
was awakened and got up and went to the window he put on 
his glasses and therewith saw what he narrated. 

Before the Senate committee he said he desired to change that 
statement; that on reflection he had come to th conclusion 
that he did not wear his glasses while making the observations 
about which he testified, but he claimed that at night his sight 
was better without glasses than with them. 

But passing by ,all these damaging features of his testimony 
and giving credence to what he says, the shots he saw fired 
were doubtless those fired by the sentinel, who testifies that 
after the first fusillade of shots he passed between B and 0 
barracks to the front line, where, facing toward the parade 
ground, he held his piece in the air and fired upward three 
shots in succession, calling out after each shot, " Corporal of 
the guard-number two." That was the kind of signal which 
under such circumstances he was required to give . 

Rendall was in a situation to have seen other shots, if any 
had been fired. He did not see any others. 

His testimony that he saw a body of men after these shots 
move toward the wall and heard them jump over into the Gar
rison road is simply incredible, because the uncontradicted tes
timony of all the witnesses is that the night was one of such 
unusual darkness that without the ·aid of artificial light it 
would have been impossible for a man with good eyes to have 
seen what he described at a distance of 150 feet, which was ap
proximately the distance at which he claims to have witnessed 
this occurrence, or at 100 feet or at 50 feet or with any degree 
of certainty at even 20 feet. 

But on this point 1\fr. Rendall is contradicted by the witness 
McDonel, who lived in that immediate neighborhood and who 
testified that when the first shots were. tired he ran out on to 
the street and to a point only a few feet from the mouth of the 
Cowen alley, and that he saw the men who did the firing pass 
into the alley and saw them engaged in firing into Cowen's 
house one square away. 

He says these men did not come from over the wall, but "'from 
Elizabeth street, and that he was in a situation to have seen 
them if they had come over the wall, and that nobody did cross 
the wall. 

Jose 1\lartinez claims that he was sitting in the front part of 
a room occupied by him at the corner of the alley and the gar
rison road near where the firing commenced; that immedi
ately-" instantaneously," to use his exact language-he put 
out his light and threw himself on the floor and remained there 
for probably thirty minutes, or even longer, until the firing had 
all ceased. 

At one point in his testimony he claimed to have looked out 
at his back window, although his position on the floor made 
that impossible, and to have seen the raiders pass· up the alley 
toward the Cowen house, and that he recognized them as sol
diers, although he could not see their faces. 

On all these points he flatly contradicted himself. 
1\frs. Rendall saw nothing except some men passing through 

the reservation shortly after the firing commenced from the di
rection of D barracks toward the point in the reservation oppo
site the Cowen alley. She did not see them jump over the wall, 
nor hear them jump over the wall, nor pretend to see any firing 
within the resetTation beyond a single :flash which she could 
not locate. She did not even see the m·o shots about which her 
husband testified. 

Other contradictory statements might be cited, but it is un
necessary to add to those already given. They are sufficient to 
show that these witnesses, on account of the darkness and the 
excitement, made only the most imperfect observation and were 
unable at the different times they testified to recall them with 
accuracy or in such a way as to clearly establish anything 
which they testified to, except only that somewhere in their 
locality the firing commenced by which they were aroused, and 
that almost immediately afterwards the call to arms was 
sounded, the different companies were formed, and they saw 
bodies of men moving in different directions within the reserva
tion, all of which, in a general way, is entirely consistent with 
what did in fact happen. 
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That the testimony of these so-called "eyewitnesses," aside 

from the many contradictions by themselves and by one 
another, was entirely unreliable is shown by the testimony of 
all the officers and the many other witnesses who testified as to 
the darkness of the night and the impossibility of recognizing 
individuals at any distance without the help of artificial light. 

Major Penrose testified that he could not distinguish one of 
his white officers from one of his colored enlisted men at a 
distance from him of 10 feet, and at that distance he could 
tell nothing about how anyone was dressed. 

EYery other officer of the battalion testified to the same gen
eral effect-giving instances of inability to make personal 
1·ecognition at the distance of from 5 to 10 feet. 

In addition to this testimony there is in the record the testi
mony of a number of officers of other companies, based on actual 
experiments, that the flashes of the guns from the firing of them 
would not make a light from which anyone could be recognized 
and that it is utterly 1mpossible without the aid of artificial 
light to tell anything about a firing party at any distance in the 
dark. 

There were two or three witnesses who claimed to have seen 
the raiders by the aid of artificial light 

The chief of these was Paulino Preciado, the editor of a news
paper published in the Spanish language, called "El Porvenir." 
His testimony on this point already before the committee was 
in fiat contradiction of his testimony before the Cameron County 
grand jury and in fiat contradiction of the statement he pub
lished in his paper immediately after the shooting. 

Besides these contradictions, which were sufficient to cause 
Secretary Taft to discredit him, he had pending in the State 
Department at the time when he testified before the Senate 
committee a claim against the United States Government for 
$10,000 damages alleged to have been sustained by reason of a 
claim that he had been slightly wounded. 

But he was further contradicted by the fact that one of the 
bullets .fired into the saloon where he was passed through the 
window and lodged in a post in front of Crixell's saloon on 
the opposite side of the street, which was subsequently ex
tracted and found to be not an Army bullet with a met"l.llic 
case, but a lead bullet of different composition from those ~ tich 
the soldiers were furnished with. 

In the whole evidence from beginning to end there is o >t a 
particle of testimony from any so-called eyewitness that is not 
either contradicted by the witness himself or by some other 
witness or which is not shown by uncontradicted testimony as 
to the effect of darkness on the vision to have been unreliable 
if not impossible. 

If Senators would know how difficult it is to recognize any
one in the nighttime they have only to stand on the sidewalk 
anywhere here in Washington at night and undertake to recog
nize some one passing only so far distant from them as across 
the street. Unless they come under the rays of artificial light or 
in some other way are aided they will .find it is impossible to 
tell whether a man is white or black or anything about how he 
is dressed. 

Since this testimony has been on my mind to such an extent, 
almost every night as I pass along the streets I .find myself 
experimenting in this way, looking to· see at a distance if I 
can recognize whether a man whom I see moving is a white 
man or a colored man or how he is dressed. I ask every Sen
ator here to experiment in that way. It is no trouble. It is 
rather interesting, and when you have thus experimented for 
yourself you will be able to set aside all this so-called testimony 
of " eyewitnesses," for there is not one of them who was in 
a situation where he could tell anything at all that was reli
able, and the cross-examination of every one of them disclosed 
that there was nothing reliable about the testimony that he 
gave in that particular. 

CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE. 

'l'he most damaging testimony against the soldiers, when 
taken without explanation, was the .finding in the alleys and 
streets where the .firing occurred of exploded shells, clips, car
tridges, etc. 

It was the production of these shells and clips and cartridges 
by Mayor Combe and his report to .Major Penrose that they had 
been picked up in the streets at points where the .firing occurred 
that caused l\fajor Penrose and his officers to think that their 
men must haT"e done the .firing. 

These exploded shells show by their stamp that they were 
manufactured by the Union .Metallic Cartridge Company, that 
they were ·Army shells, and that they were manufacttu-ed in the 
month of December, 1905. 

The bullets cut out of the houses into which they were fired 
that night bear marks indicating that they might have been 
fired out of Springfield rifles, and upon analysis were found to 

have been the same kind of a bullet which the Union Metallic 
Cartridge Company was manufacturing in the month of De
cember, 1905, and supplying to the Army. 

But this testimony, in connection with other facts established, 
became testimony for the soldiers, instead of against them, as 
I shall undertake to show when I come to discuss this particu
lar evidence as a part of the case made in favor of the men. 

MOTIVE. 

The case against the soldiers fails in another important par
ticular. No adequate motive-in fact, no motive whatever-is 
shown for such an assault upon the town. 

There is an attempt to show that they had a motive in the 
fact that they were debarred from drinking with the white 
people in the saloons of Brownsville; that one of their num
ber-a man by the name of Newton-was brutally assaulted, 
knocked down with a revolver, and painfully injured without 
any sufficient justification or excuse, and that another soldier, 
by the name of Reed, when returning from Matamoros was 
pushed into the water by a customs officer on account of some 
trifling misbehavior. 

The evidence shows that the soldiers frequented the saloons 
but very little, and that they never made any complaint to their 
officers or to anybody else on account of being debarred by some 
of the saloons of Brownsville from drinking at the same bar 
with white people. 

On the contrary, the testimony shows positively that they did 
not make any such complaint. 

Both Major Blocksom and General Garlington report that 
they did not hear any complaints on that account, and that the 
men, one and all, whom they interrogated, insisted that they 
did not harbor any.resentment by reason of that fact. 

The testimony further shows that a few of the saloons did 
not allow the soldiers to enter; that a few others provided sep
arate bars for their accommodation; that quite a number of 
saloons, especially those kept by l\Iexicans, did not discriminate 
in any way, but gave to the soldiers the same accommodations 
they gave to the citizens. 

The testimony shows that the Tillman saloon, where Frank 
Natus was the barkeeper, provided a separate bar and accom
modated the soldiers in such a way that no one of them ever 
made the slightest objection on account of the treatment they 
received. 

If the soldiers had shot up the town on account of discrimina
tion against them by the saloons, it is reasonable to suppose 
they would have shot into saloons that did not allow them to 
enter, rather than into a saloon-for the Tillman saloon is the 
only one they did .fire into-where they were provided with 
accommodations to which they had never taken any exception. 

It would seem more reasonable to suppose that if the shoot
ing of Natus had any reference to the treatment of the soldiers 
by the saloons, that he was killed by somebody who objected 
to the saloons accommodating the soldiers rather than by the 
soldiers who were accommodated. It seems to me that is a 
self-evident proposition. 

But, however that may be, there is no excuse for saying that 
the soldiers had, as a motive for shooting up the town, dis
crimination against them by the saloons, except only as it is 
deduced as a conclusion that because they were debarred from 
some of them they were angry and revengeful toward the whole 
town, and this deduction seems absurd, in view of the fact 
that although the town was well supplied with saloons, yet 
they spared all except only one where they had been given 
accommodations that were at least reasonably satisfactory. 

As another evidence that the soldiers were seeking revenge, 
Major Blocksom reported that the house of the deputy customs 
officer, Starck, which was .fired into, stood next door to the 
house occupied by the deputy customs officer, Tate, who as
saulted Private Newton, and that it was doubtless fired into 
by mistake, the soldiers thinking they were .firing into Tate's 
house instead of into Starck's house. 

There is no testimony to justify such a conclusion except 
only the fact that the major reasoned, or thought he did, that 
because Newton had been assaulted by Tate he and his com
panions desired to revenge Newton's wrongs by shooting into 
Tate's house in the hope they might kill him or some member 
of his family. 

The fact did not interfere with the mental operations of the 
major in reaching this conclusion that there was not one 
scintilla of testimony to show that Newton or any other 
soldier of the battalion knew that Tate had a house, or on 
what street it stood, or at what point on any street it stood. 
Nor is there any testimony whatever to show that Newton 
knew who the man was who struck him except only as he was 
told subsequently by Captain 1\Iacklin, commander of his com
pany, who undertoo~ to investigate the m·atter, that he ha.d 
learned that he had been knocked down by a United States 
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customs officer by the m:tme of Tate. There is no testimony 
to show that Captain :Macklin, or .anybody else connected with 
the battalion, had any knowledge whateTer as to the location 
of Tate's residence or whether he had any residence. 

But if the lmocking down of Newton, with the :revolver, by 
Tate was a sufl'icient motive to account for the shooting up of 
the town, and an attempt to shoot up the bouse of Tate, which 
was pre,ented only by a mistake of Starck's house for Tate's 
house, then there was an equally good and better founded 
reason for supposing that Starck'.s house was fired into not by 
soldiers, but by other~ who had a sufficient cause for firing into 
it, but who were sufficiently well acquainted with the location 
of Starck's .house not to make any mistake in regard to it. 

The testimony shows that Starck had during his service 
made more than 600 arrests of smugglers and other violators 
of the law and that some months before this shooting affray 
he bad, in the discharge of his duty as a deputy customs officer, 
undertaken in the nighttime to arrest a smuggler who was 
landing on the Texas side at a point near Brownsville. 

The smuggler undertook to escape. Starck commandro him to 
ibalt, but he kept up his flight. Starck pursued him m the dark
ness until coming close upon him the smuggler turned to resist, 
when Starck knocked him down and severely injured him by 
.striking .him oy-er the head with his re,·olver in practically the 
same way Newton was felled. Wben Starck took the man in 
custody he discoy-ered that the smuggler was an inhabitant of 
Brownsville by the name of Avillo, whom he knew well, and 
who, Starck says, was well acquainted with his premises; that 
he bad worked for him at his h-ouse. Starck says this man 
whom lle thus arrested was taken before the commi.ssioner, 
where he was bound O\er to await the -action of the grand jury; 
that he forfeited his bond and was :a fugitive from justice -at the 
time when this shooting affray occurred. 

It is far more reasonable to suppose that the men who shot 
into Starck's house -were men who were ayenging the supposed 
wrongs of A'rillo, and possibly of themselves, rather than sol
diers from the garrison trying, by shooting into Starck's house 
by mistake, to avenge the wrongs of Newton. 

This is confirmed by the fact that Newton is shown by the 
testimony to have been on :guard duty the night of the affray, 
.and to have been off: post and asleep in the guardhouse when 
the shooting commenced. 

It is hardly probable that his companions would ha\e gone out 
to shoot up the town on his account without him accompanying 
them or without him having knowledge of th"Cir action and pur
pose, and it is extremely improbable that while they were en
gaged in such a work, if he had .knowledge thereof, he would 
have been calmly :and soundly sleeping while they were thus 
a \eDging his wrongs. 

So far as the trouble with Private Reid is concerned, it was 
of too triy-ial a character to merit .any attention. Reid himself 
did not maJ;;:e complaint of his treatment when he :reported the 
Dccurrence to his captain, but, on the contrary, according to the 
testimony of Captain Macklin, laughingly remarked that he 
"got about what he deserved.u 

Moreover, the trouble with Reid occurred only the night be
fore the affray. There was .hardly time left after its occur
rence for forming the '" carefully preconcerted, well-planned 
conspiracy;• to use the language of Major Penrose. 

It may be safely concluded, therefore, that the trouble with 
Reid did not furnish any motive for what occurred. 

DOMIXGUEZ. 

Neither is there .any weight in the suggestion that the nring 
upon Dominguez, the lieutenant of police, shows a motive for 
tile soldiers avenging themselves upon the peace officials of 
the municipality, for the testimony shows that during the en
tire time the soldiers were at Brownsville their conduct was 
exceptionally good; that there was but one arrest by the po
lice, and that was for so trivial a matter that the soldier was 
released without any punishment. 

TheTe is no testimony whatever to show that the soldiers 
had been interfered with in the slightest degree by any of the 
police officials of the town. 

On the contrary, the testimony of all the police officials is 
that there was no occasion for them to make any arrests or to 
interfere in any way with the soldiers, who appeared to have 
deported themselves with exceptionally good conduct. 

It does appear, however, that Dominguez was an efficient 
officer of lnany years' service and very popular with the citizens 
of Brownsville, because of the faithful and efficient manner in 
which he had handled criminals in the discharge of his official 
duties. 

It appears that during his long senice he had made many 
arrests, and that in some instances h"C had found it necessary 

to resort tD force in arre tlng and handling disorderly char
acters, and that in at least one instance he had found it 
necessary to tal>:e life. 

If .the suggestion is warranted that the raiders fired upon 
Dommguez for the purpose of avenging themselYes upon him. it 
would seem far more natural and reasonable to suppose that 
he was ~red upon by those who had cause, Teal or imaginru')', 
for seeh'Tilg :re\enge rather than by those who had no such 
cause. There is no word of testimony to show that any soldier 
of the battalion had e\er so much as even heard of Dominguez, 
let .alone that they had any cause to injure or molest him in 
any way. 

In this connection there is much also in the testimony about 
a story being circulated among the people of BrownsTille on 
the day of the assault that on the preceding e•ening a l\frs. 
Evans, who resided near the garrison, was a saultecl by one of 
the soldiers, who seized her by the llitir and threw her to the 
ground and then ran away. 

THE lllRS. EVANS STOIIT. 

There is no sworn testimony in all the record to show that 
any such assault occurred, but an abundance of evidence to 
show that on account of the circulation of this kind of a story 
there was great excitement among the people of Brownsyille 
on Monday, August ~3, and that in consequence such an ugly 
spirit was manifested with respect to the soldiers that 1\Iavor 
Combe felt it his duty to visit Major Penrose at the garrison 
about 5 o'clock that afternoon and warn him not to allow any 
of his soldiers to be in BrownST"ille that night, telling him in 
that connection if any of them should appear on the streets of 
Brownsville that night he would not be responsible for their 
lives, or words to that effect. 

In consequence, l\Iajor Penrose issued an order canceling an 
passes and requiring all his men to return to quarters by S 
o'clock that e;vening and to remain in quarters during the night. 

There is no testimm1y to show that any of the men knew why 
this order was issued, and no pretense of any testimony that 
any of the men resented it or expressed dissatisfaction on ac· 
eotmt of it iu any 'vay whate-rer. 

1.'he Evans incident, therefore, instead of furnishing n. motive 
for the shooting up of the town by the soldiers, only furnishes 
a motiye for shooting up the soldiers by the citi.ren.s. 

That there was no moti\e appears from the further fact that 
.all the soldiers who had any difficulty or trouble of any kind 
while in :Brownsvil1e belonged to C Company. 

No one connected with either of the other companies had the 
slightest trouble of any nature. 

The testimony, as I shall point out later, shows conclusi,ely 
that 0 Oompany could not, in all probability, have participated 
in the shooting. 

It is not likely thn.t men from B and D Companies would 
ha\e shot up the town for the _purpose of ay-enging the wronas 
of members of the other company; certainly not without me~
b€rs of C Company-those who were injured, or somebody in 
their behalf-joining in the raid. 

It is from considerations and conclusions of the charncter 
named and s\Iggested that it i.s impossible for me to find suffi
cient testimony in the record to warrant the finding that some 
of the men of the battalion «did the shooting." 

And this is true, considering onJy that which may be called 
testimony against the soldiers. 

TESTIMO!i'Y FOR THE SOLDIERS. 

Coming now to the testimony in their fa1or, we llave in th"C 
first place a presumption of innocence. This is not merely senti
ment. It is an element of every case that possesses substance 
and should have effect. ' 

In the case of Coffin v. The United States (156 U. S., p. 454) 
Mr. Justice White, speaking for the court, cited authoriti~ 
tracing a recognition of this _presumption from Deuteronomy 
to the latest law writer on the subject. He cited with approval 
the following language employed by Lord Gillies in McKinley's 
case, decided in 1817: 

I concei>e that this presumption is to be found in every code of law 
which has reason and religion and humanity for a foundation. lt is a 
maxim which ought to be inscribed in indelible characters in the heart 
of enry juryman; • ¥ • to overturn . this there must be Jecral 
evidence of guilt carrying home a degree of conviction short only"' of 
absolute certainty. 

He further quotes with appro\al from Wills on Circumstan
tial EYidence, as follows : 

In the investigation and estimate of criminatory evidence there is an 
anticipated prima facie presumption in favor of the innocence of the 
party accused grounded in reason and justice not less than in 11U lllllnity 
and recognized in the judicial practice of all civilized nations ; which 
presumption must prevail until it be destroyed by such an overpower
ing amount of legal evidence of guilt as is calculated to produce the 
opposite belief. 



1908 .. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 4715 
Other authorities might be cited of the same general char

acter without limit. 
CHARACTER OF THE MEN. 

In addition to this presumption there is in favor of the sol
diers their character both as men and soldiers. 
~ot one of these three companies had a stain on its record. 

Tl1ey were orderly, well behaved, well disciplined, and well · 
drilled. They had ne\er given their officers any trouble. 

Such is the testimony of every officer, both of that regiment 
and of e\ery other, who testified on the stand and who had 
know ledge of their character as soldiers and as men. 

.Major Penrose testified that they behaved themselves well 
before their discharge without honor and since then. 

General Garlington testified that although the Government 
had e>ery man under surveillance up to the time he testified, 
from the time of their discharge not one has been found guilty 
of any bad conlluct, although turned out of the Army in dis
grace. 

Gen. Andrew S. Burt, who commanded the regiment for 
ten years, testi fi ed that they were all worthy to be believed on 
their oaths. He said: 

I would believe them if I were sitting on a court-martial and they 
were called in their own defense. 

He ga \e them the highest character both as men and as 
soldiers. 

Captain MacJdin testified that they were peaceable, orderly, 
well behaved; that they drank much less than white soldiers; 
that there was \ery little trouble on pay day, and compara
ti\ely few arrests. 

Captain Lyon testified in an equally complimentary way. 
Yictoriano Fernandez, policeman, testified that his beat was 

on Elizabeth street, the principal street of the town; that it 
led directly from the fort; that he saw the soldiers every day 
paso;;:ing to and fro, and that in all the time they were there 
he neYer saw one of them drunk or disorderly, and that he had 
no occasion to make any arrests. 

Thi good character and good conduct and good discipline 
should greatly sh·engthen the presumption of innocence in their 
favor, for it is not likely that men of such character would 
engage in such an affray as that which occurred at Browns
ville; certainly not unless they had some positive and adequate 
motive of an unusual and exasperating character, and that, the 
evidence clearly shows, they did not have. 

T ESTD!ONY QF SOLDIERS. 

In the next place, there is the testimony of the soldiers them
sel>es as to their innocence. 

In one form or another these men have all expressed them
selYes under oath. and in no case is there any contradiction 
whn te,·er in the testimony of any one of them upon any essen
tin 1 voint. 

E,·ery man, in giving his testimony, spoke from his personal 
knowledge, for each one of them knew whether or not he partici
pate<! in the affray, and each one of them knew where he was 
when the affray commenced, while it was in progress, and when 
it was ended, and, without exception, each man has given a 
clear, straightforward account of himself in these particulars. 

The statements so made by these men are believed by their 
officers, who testified that, with few exceptions, they are truth-
ful and to be belie>ed. . 

These officers lmew these men better than anybody else. 
Tlley were in a better situation than anybody else to determine 
what credence should be attached to their statements. All 
tbefe officers are sa isfied that these statements of their men 
as to where they were and that their statements that they were 
not muong the raiders are truthful. 

To refuse to believe them is to assert, as said in the minority 
report: 

Tha t as fine a body of soldiers and as truthful, according to all 
their officers, as cun be found in the entire Army are conspirators 
murdcret·s, and perjurers, and all this upon the uncet·tain unreliable' 
and contradictory statements of witnesses who did not pretend to give 
personal knowledge, but only conclusions based upon what was neces
sarily uncertain observations. 

But these soldiers are confirmed, not only by the circum
stances and probabilities, but also by facts of the weightiest 
character. 

\Vitllin a few moments after the :firing commenced the sen
tinel on guard gaye the alarm required to be given under such 
circnmstances by :firing his piece in the air three times and 
calling out after each shot for the corporal of the guard. 

_lUajor Penrose, who bad retired, but was yet awake, imme
dw.tely ordered the sergeant of the guard to sound the call to 
arms. This call to arms and the :firing instantly awakened 
the whole garrison. Excitement and more or less contusion 
followed. The formation of the companies was ordered. ~'he 
sergeant in charge of the gun racks of Company C refused to 
open them tmtil he had an order from a superior officer. 

This Jed, after some minutes of delay, to an order from 
Major Penrose to break open the gun racks. 

On account of this delay C Company was not formed until 
some minutes after the :firing had ceased, but the other com
panies were formed immediately after the call to arms was 
sounded. 

The roll was called in B Company. It was still in progreRs, 
but almost concluded, when the :firing ceased. Every man of 
the company was present or accounted for. 

D Company ·was quickly formed, and the men were >erified 
by a personal inspection by Captain Lyon. Not a man was 
missing from the ranks who was not accounted fOl' . 

The officers of these companies testified that while such a 
thing was possible as that some of the men might have par
ticipated in the shooting and then returned and joined their 
companies without detection, yet they do not believe that :my 
such thing occurred, or that it could have occurred without 
the men being detected. 

Later that night, after Mayor Combe notified Major Penrose 
that the men were charged with doing the shooting, the men 
were again verified, and every man was satisfactorily accounted 
for. 

The following morning, as soon as it was light enough to see 
and to make an inspection, the guns were carefully inspected, 
and the ammunition was verified, with the result that not a 
cartridge was missing and not a dirty gun was found. Every 
one was as bright and clean as it had been found two days be
fore at their regular weekly inspection. 

There is much testimony in the record as to whether or not 
in the nighttime, and without artificial light, the men could 
have cleaned their guns if they had used them on the raid so 
as to have them free from any indication of use. 

The overwhelming weight of this testimony is that it is a 
difficult matter to clean these rifles; that it requires from fif
~cen t~ thirty minutes to clean them, and that it is absolutely 
1mposs1ble to clean them in the dark, or with the aid of artifi
cial. light, so they would pass such an inspection as they were 
subJ~ted to by the officers of these companies the following 
mormng. 
T~s testimony as to the cleaning of these guns and the time 

reqmred therefor was given not alone by the colored soldiers 
of the Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, but also by a large 
nnmber of white soldiers who were called as witnesses. 

It ha.s. been suggested. that ~he men probably used surplus 
ammumtwn, but the testimony 1s uncontradicted that they had 
no surplus ammunition. All the ammunition in the possession 
of ft:te men when they left Fort Niobrara was taken a way from 
them, except only twenty rounds of ball cartridges for each 
man, and every man in the battalion had his twenty rounds 
when inspected the morning after the affray, and all the sur
plus ammunition with which each company was charged was 
found to be on hand in the storerooms in charge of the quar
termaster-sergeants of the respectiye companies without the 
shortage of a single cartridge. 

That is not the testimony of the black soldiers but of the 
white officers, men who were g!'aduates of West P~int Military 
Academy, and men who stand as high in point of integrity as 
any men who could be called as witnesses. 

The testimony further shows they had no opportunity to o-et 
surplus ammunition either at Fort Niobrara or at Fort Bro~. 

The testimony further shows that during the stay at Fort 
~rown tJ;Ie three companies of white soldiers of the Twenty
SIXth Umted States Infantry were engaged in target practice 
and that generous supplies of their ammunition in some man
ner fo~nd th~ir way into the hands of citizens of Brownsville. 
There IS testimony to the effect that whole clips of Sprinctield 
cartridges could be seen in barrooms, standing on sidebo~rds, 
where they were used for decorative purposes, and that when 
these companies of the Twenty-sixth United States Infantry 
left Brownsville they carelessly left ammunition behind theDJ 
in the barracks, which was gathered up immediately after their 
departure by Mexicans and scavengers who visited the bar
racks for the purpose of supplying themselves with whatever 
had been cast a way. 

I have here a clip [exhibiting]. It is a facility for puttino
fi>e cartridges together in a bunch. It is that little fastene~ 
or holder that is called the clip. I -call attention to it now 
because I shall have to. refer- to it again presently. 

In other words, the testimony shows that the citizens of 
Brownsville had opportunity to procure, and that they di<l 
have in their possession, an abundance of the kind of ammuni
tion with which the soldiers had been supplied, and that the 
colored soldiers had no ammunition whatever and no oppor
tunity to procure any except only that which had been distrib
uted to them, every cartridge of which they had when in
spected the morning after the shooting occurred. 
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The foregoing statements as to the ammunition should be 
modified as to C Company. 

Each man of this company carried with him to Brownsville 
from Fort Niobrara twenty rounds of ball cartridges, but a 
few days after arrival at Brownsville Captain Macklin ordered 
ihs.t all the ball ammunition should be returned to the quar
termaster-sergeant, and that the men should be supplied with 
guard carh·idges, ten rounds to each man. 

According to the testimony, when the shooting .commenced, on 
the night of .August 13, each man in this company had ten 
rounds of these cartridges, and not a man in this company had 
po~session of• a single ball cartridge. Every one had been 
taken from them only a few days before under this special 
order. 

The testimony further shows that each of these companies 
bad G30 rounds of guard cartridges-no more, no less. 

This ammunition was issued to them at Fort Niobrara. These 
cartridges are, as their name indicates, intended for only guard 
purpo~es. They have only 15 grains of powder, whereas 
the ball ammunition has 42 grains of powder. They have 
a plain lead bullet, without any steel jacket such as the ball 
ammunition has. 

The testimony further shows that, except only these 650 
rounds for each of these three companies, there was no other 
ammunition of this kind issued to the battalion or procurable 
o:v the battalion at either Fort Niobrara or Fort Brown. 
·The testimony further shows that each of these three com

panies the morning after the firing not only accounted for every 
round of ball ammunition, but also for every round of this 
guard ammunition. 

Each of the companies turned over to the Government at El 
Reno, where the soldiers were discharged without honor, ex
actly 650 rounds, except only D Company, which turned in only 
645 rounds. 

This shortage of one clip of guard ammunition was fully ac
counted for by Captain Lyon, the commanding officer of Com
pany D. 

No one pretends that there is any evidence that any bullets 
of this character were used that night. No trace of any such 
bullet has been found. 

It follows necessarily that, so far at least as Company C is 
concerned, there is absolutely no e-ridence to show that they 
participated in the affray or to warrant the suspicion that they 
did, and yet it was this company toward which all suspicions 
of guilt were directed by 1\!ajor Block.som and all others down 
to the time when this fact with respect to its ammunition .fas 
established. 

Suspicion was directed to this company because Newton, 
Reid, and Adair, the three men, each of whom had some kind 
of trouble at Browns\ille, all belonged to this company, and 
because there was delay in the opening of the gun racks, in 
consequence of which at least two of them were broken open 
by order of Major Penrose. 

Major Blocksom and others engaged in the investigation 
seemed to think that it was an evidence that these men wei·e 
engaged in this conspiracy, which because of their care in or
ganizing and executing it seems impossible to disclose, were, 
while so expert on the one hand, so absolutely stupid on the 
other that they would commence their operations by breaking 
open their gun racks and committing other acts that would be
tray their identity. 

How anybody pos essed of the slightest power to reason 
could find evidence of guilt in such performances surpasses 
ordinary comprehension. Only a man so blinded with prejudice 
and egotism as to be incapable of weighing conduct intelligently 
could be guilty of reaching conclusions so utterly absurd. 

The testimony shows another important fact that is confirma
tory of the innocence of the soldiers. 

PISTOL SHOTS. 

Ten reyolvers for each company had been issued to the bat
talion at Fort Niobrara. There were no other revolYers or 
pistols of any kind, so far as the testimony discloses, in the pos
session of anybody connected with the battalion. 

The testimony shows that none of these revolvers had ever 
been taken out of the chests in which they were when they were 
delivered to the different companies, except only one that was 
in the possession of one of the officers of the battalion. 

All these revolvers, with this exception, were found after 
the firing to be in the chests where they belonged, covered with 
cosmoline that had been put on them at the arsenal, and not 
one of them showing any signs of having ever been used. 

The significance of this testimony arises from the fact that 
Major Penrose and his officers and also 1\!ajor Combe and a 
number of other witnesses all te tified positively that the first 
shots fired that night were pistol shots. 

:Major Penrose and his officers and Mayor Combe were ex
perts in the handling of arms and in distinguishing between 
pistols and high-power rifles. 

Major Pemose said : 
• '.rhe first two shots I heard were undoubtedly pistol shots. 

Captain Lyon says : 
The first two shots were undoubtedly revolver shots, black powder. 

Lieutenant Grier: 
They were what I thought were two pistol shots. 

George W. Rendall said, referring to these shots : 
I think they were pistols ; that was my impression at the time. 

Mayor Combe said he first heard "what I thought to be 
four or five pistol shots." 

He further said that he was impressed t.QJ:tt they were pistol 
shots because they did not sound like the shots he heard later, 
which be recognized as high-power rifle shots. 

In view of this testimony, it can not well be doubted that the 
firing was commenced that night by somebody other than the 
soldiers. 

LOCATION OF FIRST SHOTS. 

That this firing did not commence on the rear porches of the 
barracks or at any other point within the reservation is clearly, 
shown by two witnesses who were in position to know, and un
questionably did know, more about the location of the first 
firing than anybody else. 

One of these was private J. H. Howard, of Company D, the 
sentinel who was on post and who happened, when the firing 
commenced, to be passing over his beat immediately in rear 
of C and B barracks, about opposite the space between them, 
and practically opposite the mouth of Cowen alley. 

The other witness was Matias G. Tamayo, a Mexican citizen 
of Brownsville, who was employed by the Government as the 
scayenger, and was with his night cart immediately in the rear 
of B barracks, near its kitchen, when the firing commenced. 

Both testified in the most unqualified way that there was 
no firing from the barracks or from any other point within the 
reservation; that the first shots were fired from some place 
outside of the reservation, as nearly as they could locate them 
in the Garrison road, somewhere in the vicinity of the mouth 
of Cowen alley. 

Both witnesses were exhaustively examined and cross-exam· 
ined without shaking or affecting their testimony on this point 
in the slightest degree. 

Both testified not only that there was no firing from any 
point within the reser\ation., but that no men or bodies of men 
were passing in the rear of the barracks before or at the time 
of this first firing, and that nobody was seen to be jumping 
over the wall from the resenation into the Garrison road out
side, and both testified that if any such thing had ha.ppened 
they were in a situation to have seen it. 

They describe intelligently and positively the character of 
this first firing and the location of it, and negative, absolutely, 
and unqualifiedly the claim that there was any firing from any 
other point except that which followed the first firing, and 
which occurred as the raiders passed up Cowen alley on the 
route they took. 

The sentinel testifies that there were first two shots. and 
then after a few seconds a fusillade of five or six shot , and 
that thereupon he passed to the front line of the barracks 
opposite the parade ground, held his piece in the air and gave 
the alarm required under such circumstances by firing his 
piece three times and after each shot crying out "Corporal of 
the guard No. 2." IIis gun was the only one in the battalion 
found dirty from firing on inspection the following rnoming. 

1\Iajor Penrose and a number of other witne ses testifieu that 
they heard first two shots, then a fusillade of shots, then three 
separate and distinct shots, which were undoubtedly the shots 
fired by the sentinel, whom :Major Penrose found at the point 
where the sentinel testifies he stood when he ga-re the alarm. 

There is nothing whateYer in the record of the atntinel, 
Howard, to his discredit. His testimony is intelligent, frank, 
straightforward, and undoubtedly truthful, but while it may 
be insisted that because he was a soldier his statements should 
be discredited, there is no reason whatever for discrediting the 
testimony of Tamayo, the scavenger. He was a citizen of 
Brownsville; be had lived there all his life. Owing to the fact 
that they had been there so short a time he had practically 
no acquaintance with the soldiers. He testified that he had 
no interest in them of any kind whatever to affect his testi
mony either one way or another. His testimony was also in
telligent, frank, and straightforward, and although he waa ex
amined and cross-examined in the most rigid and exhaustive 
manner, his evidence was not affected or disparaged 1n the 
slightest degree. 
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I come now to the 

C !llC'P ~J STA:>TI.\I, EYIDEXC:C. 

1t C'On~i~l'l of n nmuht•t· of !Jullcts that were cut out of the 
han. Ps into \Yhirb thf"y were firetl nt the time of the ati'rn~', and 
a lot of e:xplot1etl shells, some clips nnd cartrillgcs, and a bando
li r tl;at were piclwtl up in the nllr:'YS and ::;trects of Drowns
T'illf• tlJe next lltornin~ uftl•r the :;:b otin~;. 

All tlle .. c are tlle ~nme as ilio:m with which the negro ~ol
dicr~ were suppllen. Th0r arc also 1n·ecisely th'e same, lloweT'er, 
with wbicll tile white s ltli<'l'. wore supplied who were relie>etl 
from <luty at Fort Brown by the col01·ed soldiers. The bullet. 
hnv' 111)011 tllcm the mark of four land~. indicating, as the testi
mouy ~bow~:~, tbn t tlH.·~r wPre fired from either a S!-lringfield 
ritle, or a Krng rific, or a r-rng carbine, or a .'fnu~er I'iflc. 

It is c1niructl, lloweyer, that they must hnyc been fired from a 
Sprin;;fieHl rifle. 

.Pir'-'t, IJecnuFe the Springfield. cnrtriU.ge is too long and too 
lar~e to fit into n Kmg ri1le, or Krng carbine, or n. :Uiau er rifle, 
nncl tllat if tbe buJlet~ that were found belon;<><l to Sprinf!,iicl<l 
riJlt>f'l, and that inn. mucb as no one nt Bro"·nsville, so far as the 
te~t imony di:::doFe~, had. a Rpringfi<'l<l rifle, except only then gro 
sol<lif'rs, they mu~t haye 11one the firing. 

Cutil this circumstantial eyideuce was presented to Major 
P nro~e and hi::; officers, they would not belien~ tbnt any of their 
men had been engaged in the shooting, but this testimony 
seem <1 ~o conclusi-ve thnt they changed tllcir minds nnd ex
pre._·~eu. themseh·es ns convinced that their men must haye done 

I do not know how better to present what I ha\e to sny in 
regnnl thereto than by quoting tlw fo11owing from that reiJort. 
It involves some repetition, but in view of its illll)Ortance that 
is not objectionable. 

1-'IIE SIIELLS, CLirS, l:TC. 

A lot of exploded cartridge shells, some clips nn<l c:ntrid.t;es, and n 
bandolier were pick~>d up in the alleys and streets or Hrownsvllle 
tlH' next morning after the shooting. · 

Until these were broug-ht to the fort and shown to ~Iajor Penrose 
and the other officers of the battalion they would not. any of tbem, 
believe it possible that any of the men of the hattnlion bad been cn
g'a~e<l In the l:'hootlng; !Jut wh<'n tl1esc were exhibited to them, and they 
were told that they "'et·e pickcll up at the points where the shootin·• 
occmred. they changed their minus and concluded that in view of 
such evidence their men must hnvc done the shooting. From that 
moment they put their men under the strictest scrntiny nnd surveil
lance nnd made evel'y errort possll..lle to ascertain wllo the guilty men 
were, but all such eil'orts failed. 

In the meanwhile the conrt-mnrtinl of ·rajor Penrose was held at 
San Antonio and the invc tl~atlon llefore the Senate committee com
menced. 'l'he tc'timony n Lnken satisfied the officers. ns we have 
already pointed out, that their men were not guilty, and they !lave so 
testified. 

They testify that they were influenced to chnn~e their opinions 
alHl reach the conclusion that their men were not guilty by a nurnl.Jer 
of facts developed, Including, among others. the results of a micro
scopic examination that wns made of the exploded shells that were 
picked up in the streets of Drownsville. In other words, the testi
mony by which they had been first leu to believe that their men were 
guilty turned out, ns n result of this lnvestlgation, to be conclusive 
proof to their minds that their men were not guilty. The part this 
testimony has thus played shows that it is su.tficiently important to 
receive speclal considern.tlon. 

the RhOOtillg', NU::UDER OF SII:ELLS FOUXD. 

It was this nppnrc.ntly concluc::ive testimony that fnst€'nec1 the 1. Accordin~ to the wcl"'ht of the testimony there were from 150 to 
conviction of t!Uilt upon the soluicrs in the minds of nll n-ho 300 shots fired thnt nigll t 1u nrownsville by the raiders, whoever they 

'" ~ " may have been. There should have bct'n found therefore, tllat many 
were engugoo in tbe inve ti~ation of the affray, and which leu exploded shells. The testimony shows that careful search was made to 
the investigators to disbelieve the soldiers ancl to desist from in- find the shell~ and every other · pecies ot evidence that might tend to 
vesti~atinl:!' the nuci:)tion of the nossit>lc !!Uilt of others. show that the soldiers were guilty, but with the result that, nll told, 

,, ~ 'l J.' ~· only about •10 of these e:x:plooed shells were found. In other words, 
.As soon as this e>idence was vresented to .. Iajor Penrose nnd U1ere were from 100 to !WO or 300 explodE>d shells, according- to the 

his ollicers they put their men under the strictest scrutiny and tllcory of those who claim that the :-oldiers did the firing, scattered 
. om where as a result of that firing in the alle,·s and the streets of 

subjected them to the severest discipline and examinations, with Brownsville which have never l..lecn found. .. 'ol>ody pretends that there 
a view to a"'certaining who the guilty men were. They con- was any difficulty on account of the nntnre of the ground or for any 
tinued tills course not only at Fort Brown, but subsequently at othC'r reason about findln~ any exploded shells there may have been, o'r 
El 11"no, do~ to the time wheil thet'r• men '"'"re di ch"r·gc·, oug-ht to hn>e been, in the street' where the firing occurrccl. Seven of 

•'-' "...... "" .... u thexe empty shells were found at the mouth of the Cowen alley ncar the 
witlwnt honor, but, notwithstanding they made every kind of fort by Captain Macklin. Others w<'re found in the nlley and in Wash
an effort, they failed to get any clue whateYer to indicate what in~ton street at the point where the firin~ is Raid to have occurred. 

Tlicse shells so found. c....:cept those found hv Captain Macklin, were 
men, if any at a11, were ~uilty. turnPd over to the authorities and subsequently forwardl'tl to the Sen-

Every man in the command continu d to stoutly and uuquali- ate for Ulo>e ns evidence. 'l'here were only 33 of them in all. There 
fie<lly <1eny th~1 t he hnu 1mrtidpated in the affray, and also that may 11ossibly have been n. few others picked up that were not turned 
he b:ttl any knowledHe wbatcYer as to who hnd clone the shoot in~. ~~i~.'a~~~~ i;'e t~u~·~r~0 n~c{~~nc~n°flut~~~·tlf~td t~~~e t~~~~~ohKv~8 l>~~n5t~~ 

'Yhen General Garlington announced the Presitlent's ulti- very few, if any, pJcked np in addition to the :>:.: menlloned. It 
t th t 1 d' 1 1 1 tl 'lh' t' es is rensonahle to conclude that tlle otller shells that must have been 

rna um, a 1111 ess Rorneone lSC ose( w lO le gul •.i par 1 · • exploded. if there were as many shots fired as the witnesses state, were 
were the whole battalion would be dischurgcu without honor, not found to be such hells as the solrllers used, or there must hnve been 
it was thougl.lt tbat at lonst those olue ·t in the F>ervice, ant1 some other g-ood reason for not submitting them as evidence. WhateHr 
therefore hnxin~ the most to lose by uch n. clischarge, would the explanafion may he. the fnct remain~, and it is n. fact that in and of 
Como for·war·d '"ith m· criulinatinc: testimony., t-ut '"'hen thev Itself discredits the deductions drawn to the pr·ejudices of the soldiers 

• . . u • J from the .finding of the shell tltnt have been tmbmitted. 
continueu to a~..:crt tileir innocence and lnck of any lmowl dge sHELLs A...'<o cLrPS Fouxo nY cAPT.tr:s- M...I.CKLL'. 

whnteYcr on tl!e suhject, tlH'ir officer~, wl.lo knew their 11ride iu It is testified uy Captain :Macklin, who was the officer of the dny, 
their record us so1uier nnd knew their trustworthiness and that just at the l>reak of dawn lle made a careful search for anv 
tr ~]Jf 1n .1 1 1· '·'l't-. 0 t 1 bt the· evidence that would show who had done the firing. In this behni! 

Ul u ess anu genera re l:lul h,{ ns men, egan ° t ou ll' be sen.rched, lloth inside the reservation wall and outslde, to find shells 
guilt. and clips ot· other evidence that the soltliers had done the firing, as 

This wn.vering riven <1 into conYiction when d.uring the prog- the ci.tizens were at that time charging. rre found no shell, no clip, 
res. of the Penrose court-martini anu the Senate investigation no enuence of nny kind inside tue r~ervatiou 'rail, but outside the 

wall, nero s the treet, In front of the garrison nll at the mouth ot 
a numuer of im]10rtnnt facts fayorable to the soldiers were de- Cowen alley, wbere, accordin~ to tlw t<'stimony of the guard and the 
T'ClOIHXl n.nd estnblisllcd. scaven~er and other witnesse , tbe first shots were hear·d, he found 

TIIE urcnoscoric IXSPECTIO.'. ~'e.-en &hells and six clip in a clJ:cular ru:ca not more thnn 10 inches 
in ulnmeter. The testimony is conclusive thnt if these shells had 

.r"'o one f..1.ct had so much weight with the:e officers to change fallen from Springfield rilles as they were fired they would have been 
their minds as wh::tt is kno'\T'll in this recoru as the micro~copic Fcattered over an area perh:lp!> 10 feet in diameter. It is the opinion 
inSIH'Ction that n·as mnde of the exploded shells above re- o.f nil the witnes~es who testui d on that point that the shells foun<l 

" hy 'aptaln Macklin could not have fallen in the position in which be 
ferr~l to. found them if they hnd fallen as they were fired. 'l'bis fn.ct, coupled 

"'l!en the results of this investigation were communicated to with the further fnct that with the~e se\"en t>hells there '"er·e found 
the ' .enate C011111li·ttee on :Milit.ar""' Affairs, ma•le a part of the six clips. enough to hold thirty cartridges, furthct· discredits the 

.J ~ ~ tlndlog- of the shel,Is in the alleys and streets as evidence of the gullt 
record of the iun;~. tigution, n.ml mnde known to the public, of the soldiers. 
these officers carefully stuclied the Yarious !)Oint. nnd :features MrcnoscoPrc r~TEsTrG.\Tio.·. 
and I>ha.ses of the . arne with tbe re ult that, coupled with other nut while the investigation was in pro;::-ress the War Department. 
testimony, tlH'Y hecarn thoroughly conYincecl t1,1at their men on its own motion, canscd all the ritles thut were in the hands of the 

three companies at Drownsville that ni~ht to l..le !orwn.rdcd to the 
were absolutely innocent, one and nll, of nny pnrticlpation in ~prlnJrfield Armory, and detailed two oillcer , who. unckr instructiong 
tbe shooting affrny, nnu of withholding any information with fro:n 'the War Dc~artment, caused to be fired out ot each of the.·e rille 
regard thereto. two curtri<l.~e ·. l'he ind<'ntution!-l on the head of the exploded shells 

. o fired. were put under the micro. cope , nd compared with the indenta
.A..ll testified fully ns to this chan~e of opinion in fayor of u9ns found ou the hcn<l or the thlrty-thn•e exploded shells picked up 

their men, givin~ their rea ons ther0..for. in the streets of Drowm;yllle, which indentations were similarly ma 7 -

'l'his testimony, which was o conc1u iYe to theRe ofllcerR, nified. 
appenr equally conclusiYe to my mind. In order that Senators may haYe a better idGa thnn I can 

It i. of the mo t inu>ortnnt character and, in consequence, I conYe:r by mere language, I lla \e in my l.land here an exploded 
is entitled to the most careful attention. shell to which I call attention. That is tbe head of the shell-

My views witll respect to this circumstantial eYidcnce a:J;J.d where I am pointing. '.rhe center of that lleau is cnlleu the 
this microscopic inspection and the concluRions deducible from "primer." When Hie caririU~c is 1nserteL1 in the ~un and the 
the rc ·ults of the same are fully nnd carefully ex.pre:'i!!ed in the trigger is pulled a bolt slloots forwuru which curries whn.t is 
supvlemental l.llinority r('port signed by the Senator from Con- called the ·• firing pin" until it strikes the primer, and that 
n~cticut n.nd .J?J:rself. explodes the shelL 
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As I ha\e already read, two cartrid~es were fired from each 
one of the guns of this battalion by the officers who were in
trusted with the <luty of making the experiment, and the indenta
tiom; made nvon the heads of the shells were then magnified, 
nud you see by these exhibits in our record at pages 1313-1314 
to what extent tlley w re maf,"TT.ified. [Iudicating.] 

All firin:r pin~ are made by machinery nml nrc supposed to 
be practically nlikC', yet it is found upon examination that no 
bYo firing pius will make the same kind of an indentation; 
tllat is, there does not seem to be anything in either manu
facture or nature exnctly like anything else, even when it is 
made with machinery. 

All the hea<.ls of these ex11loded shells fired by these experts 
were vut under the mn~ifying glass and magnified in that way. 
Ro were the heads of the shells picked up in the streets of Browns
yille put un<10r the magnifying glass, and then they were com
l)fl.re<l with each other with this result, that the indentations 
found on the thirty-three shells picked up in the streets of 
Browns\ille were exactly like the indentations made upon tlw 
~hells fired by these experts out of four c rtain rifles that had 
!Jecu sent to the Spring:tiel<.l Armory, which \vere found to ba-re 
belonged to Company n. 

A 11 thn t is set forth in the official re110rt of these experts. 
The experts transmitted th0m to the Secretary of 'Var, with 
u report in "hich they saiU that the experiments showed con
clusively that the thirty-three sllells picked up in the Rtrects 
of llrownsvillc had been fire<l out of th ~e four certain rifles
eleven out of one, ei~ht out of another, and so on. The numbers 
of the rifles were given, and that was transmitted to the com
mittee n settling the whole matter. 

But I wns sim11le-minded enough when that came in to think 
I would like to know where those four riftc · were that night, 
if I could find out. So I found out, from an examination of 
Hw property account of tlw company, that they were charged 
to four different soldiers, whose names were given. They were 
!'uln>cena •d nud !Jron~bt before the committee, and they testified, 
nn<l tllree of the rifles -n·crc accounted for as in tlle lmnds of 
lllC'n tllat ni~llt, not one of them showing any evidence of having 
!Jeen fired when examined tl1e ne ·t morning. 

But it was Raid by tlwse who wPre clispos cl to critici~e and 
not ac<:cpt that n. conclusive that these soldiers 'vf're intcr<'sted 
nn<l there might be unreliable testimony giYeu. Bnt it wm; not 
ne~e~i'ary to pursue that any further, for when we came to e:·
nmine ns to the fourth ~un we found that gun -n·as t!Jat nig:ht 
locked up in the nrms che ·t of the storeroom of the company's 
quarters. I have told all this in the report, anil I would ratllcr 
read that. 

:Mr. SCOTT. And that gun had ne-rer been u:e<.l. 
~1Ir. POIL\KEU. ... To. I want to rea:l that, and I want the 

attention of every S:-.nutor who will so honor me. 
The thirty-three <'Xplodcd shells were othcrwi.·e subjected to tllC most 

careful inspection by these <'Xperts. The result of this investigation 
was submit ted to the committee in the form of an official report made 
by these o!Iiccrs to the Secretary of War. It is found at pages laon-
1:1:!3 ot: the record. '\'ithout I.Jein~ unduly tedlou. , the res!.! Its wcrP: 

1. That there wns ·uch nn exact identity hetween the mdentntions 
founu on the beads of Uw thirty-tllree exploded Rhells pickNl up in the 
strPeb of Urownsville and the indentations found upon the expiodPd 
f!bells fired from fom- C<'rtnln guns belonging to Company n of the 
•:rwenty-tlfth Infantry that the officers reported that, beyond a reason
ahle doubt, the shell picked up in tile streets of Brownsville bad been 
firPd ont of those tom· guiHI. 

:!. The experts furthet· xeporte<1 that they found that three of the 
shells picked up In the streets of Brownsville bad n double indentation 
as tllongll a first nttempt to fire them had failed and tbev bad tlw~ 
1Jeen put n second time m the piece and struck n second time with the 
hammer or firln~ pin before they were exploded. 

~. They further officially r<'ported that certain of the shells picked 
up in tile streets of Brownsville, nine in number, bore marks indicating 
that they llad been twice or oftener inserted in n rifle us though to be 
fired. 

DOUDLE l~DENTATIONS. 

'rhe officers of the Twenfy.flfth Infantry nnd all the men who were 
exauuned on the point testified that when they first received their rifles, 
about the last of .April, lOOG nt l•'ort Niobrara, they wer·e found to be 
~o heavily oiled with cosmohne that the spring which shot the bolt 
forward with the tirin~ pin to strike the head of the cartridge and ex
plode it was impeded to ~;uch an extent that it wns a matter of frequent 
orcurrence that cartridge failed to explode at the flt·st stroke, but that 
after, by the use of coal oil nnd in other ways, this cosmollne had been 
ntirely removt>cl, , o that the spring workPcl ft•epJy. such a thing as a 

failure to explode practically never happened; and all testified that long 
before these troop left Fort Niobrara. where they used th lr rifles Jn 
target practice, they cease<l to have any such difficulty and that during 
all the time th·~y were in Bro~nsvllle no such difficulty could have been 
experienced if they had bad occasion to use their rit1es. 

Tllf] DOGDLE I. 'SEUTIO. •. 

A. to the double insertion of cartridges, the officers and men all 
t(>stlfied that while they were cn!;'aged in target practice at Fort Nio
\.lrnra the call to cease firing very frequently wns sounded after a car
tridge had bet"n inserted but before it was fired; that this was n matter 
ot practically daily occurrence-

! hould have said ''hourly occurrence"-
that always the .-oldler was required when the call to cease firing was 
sounded to at once remove ft·om his gun any cartridge that might have 

been inserted but not yet fir<'d, and that this cartridge RO withdmwn was 
reinserted nnd fired when firing was resumed, and tl.lut in this way 
shells would show mnrl<s indicating that they had IH:I'n ln!<<'rted more 
than once in the firing- piece. The officer~ and IDl'D nil testified that 
except only on the target range at Fort i\ioi.Jrnra tiH'l"P wn~ neYPt' in 
the history of these arms :my such double insertion of cartrid~cs or any 
occasion for such douhl~ insertion. It wa~ the opinion or all the offi. 
ccrs nnd men who testified on the ::;ubject that these clouhle in:;:ertions 
never could have occuned except only on the target range at Fort 
Niohrarn. 

"'hat these officerR Ray shows how improhnhle it is that 1:1uch a 
double insC'rtion could have occurred in conn!'ction with the . hooting 
niira:r at llrownsyille, when it is remembered that when an attL•mpt 
is madP to tire n cartridge and the attempt fails the bolt mu4 be 
drawn l.Jackwnrd, with the result that the ejector throws the cartridg<! 
out of lhe chamber and to Uw cllstancc of anywhere from :1 to 10 
f<'ct away from the gun. 'l'he ide:t that a ral<lL·r would undt'rtnke in 
the darkness of such n nl~ht, and under such drcum,;tanet>s, to re
cover an ejected cartridg-e tl.lat bad failed to ~xplodP in order thut it 
might be reln!iertcd in the piece ig utterly untenable. 'l'he same is 
equally true ns to those cartridg-es showin~ douhle indentations. There 
could not ue any cloui.Jlc incll'ntation without pullin~ hnclt the bolt nfter 
the first indent.n.tion, with the consequent expulsion or the cartridg-e 
from the chamber out into the darkness and to the distance of a to 10 
feet away from the gun. then recovering and reinserting the cartri<lgc. 
To suppose that on such an occasion, under such c:lt·c-umstanc ~. any 
such thing wonld or could occur is nn extreme improbability, if not an 
actual impossibility. 

TilE FOUR G"C"XS. 

The four guns out of which the C'Xperts found that the shells picked 
up in Brownsville must have heen fired were identified hy their nnm
bcrR. 'l'he testimony Allows tllnt on the ni~ht of the shooting thrre 
of these gum; \Ver<' ussl;;ncd, re~~pcctivcly, to 'l'homas Tu;vlor, Jo:;epll L. 
'Vil1:'0n, and Erne t English, prh·ates of Comp~my n. 'l'lJc. c men ap
peared ancl te;o;tificd thnt they \nre in their quarter,.: a sleep when the 
tirln commenced, that they heard the call to arm~. rushed with their 
comrndPs to the ~nn rack·, each getting some gun which he carried 
for that ni~ht nnd whiC'h he returned after the company wa~ <li~
ml~s<•d for tllC nl~ht to the gnu racks. where they were locked up and 
l;:ept until morning; that; the following moming each one fotm,J his 
gun in the rack and that when t<nbmittcd for in,;pection it WaA found 
to he perfect!~· clean an<l I.Jri~ht, :;howin;; no evld nee what~vt'l· of 
having been fired during the nl~ht. All testify that in the exritcment 
and confusion each soldier :;t·ahh!'d the first guu he conld gl't, h11t that 
all guns were found in the rackH, where they w<'re \t'rifirtl after tl1e 
firing was O\""er. 'l'hesc wltne~!'rs were clenr, Btrnlg-htfut· vanl, nu<l un
qualltiNl In u.ll their r.lat<"nwnt:;, anti th<'ir t<''ltimony slloultl be I'Utii
cieni, iu tlw absence of ·pcciftc contradiction, to C$ta1Jlish the fact that 
no one of tlleir guns WU!:l used in the shooting all'raY. 

'l'hcy arc contirmetl hy the testimony of their L"tJillp;tnr commniHler 
Licutennnt Lawrason, who testllied, at pa~es 1;,7!) nnu l:iSO. aH follow-;: 

"Q. Did ~:on lcnrn before your company was dismissed thnt nl~ht 
that it llnd uecn c·hargP<l by ::\Iayor Combe that the oldier of the ~ar
rir::on had tired on the towu '!- A. Yes. sir. I w:ts nt•:tt• 1 he main gnt 
Into the town when :Mnyor Comlle came UJJ, and I hent·cl part or the 
convm· atlon with :\Injor l'cnrosc, in which l\layot· Combe accu sed the 
soldiers of h:tving done the shooting. 

•· Q. Until that time had you any thought of that klnc1 with rc>{p ct 
to the matlet·'t-A. Ko, sir; I did not; I did not believe for an Inst a nt 
thnt the men had done it. 

"Q. That was the tlrst intimation you had th:!.t anybody mat!e any 
such C'laim '!- -A. Y<'!l, Hit·; It wn<1. 

"Q . .And tl.lcn it wns after that that Major Penrose clisml secl· "'I"OU 
and told yon to mnke these c.·nminntions. wns it?- A. Yl~l'l, sir. • 

"Q. You tool{ your eompany bacl(, as I nndet·stnnd )·ou, 1<> tlw lJrn·
rnck!:l and <lhmtls~e'l the company. 'J"hen what uld :ron do In e.-t'{" tllio !t 
of 1 he major's ordN·s '!-A. I saw the arms locl·ed in the rad;~ und 
later- -

" Q. I will ask yon. before you left the 1·acl s. whPth<'r or not yon 
~~~~i~~ g~gm~nns after tl!Py were put into the rucks ?- A. Ye>{, f'lr'; I 

"Q. now many were thrre, or were they nil there? -•. I don't rc
membf'r the exact number, hut I rcmemhet· ud<lln~ to the exact number 
1he uumhc1· of men on guaJ·d and thP number of rifles that. hould be in 
the storeho11se, and the ftrst ser~eant's rille, and addln~ up sen~ntL 

·• 9· That is to say, you accounted for seventy rilles, did yo'u ?
A. 1 cs, F<ir. 

"Q. Was that the full number that had been isF<ucd to thnt com
pany"!-:\. 'l'hat was nil thut we ll:td-all the Hprlngflcld rifles we h:td. 

"Q. And yon remember, do you, positiYely 1ilat at that time yon 
knew that you ha<l in the g-un rncks thP full numbet· of t'lfies that should 
~[~:,~~~~l~~d'Vtei.d~e~~t~~f the other ri!les that you n.ccountcd for a:; !Jcing 

no·~ \~ali c\~f~·g-1 ~~{re~\~hl'F~ 1~·~~~~~~~~ ~~~ f,~i1~tVle racks, would you or 
"<2. 1f th<'t"e llnd he<'n tilree rlt1t:a-; missing-, would you have detected 

il ?-A. I belieYe I would ha.ve detected one short. 
•· Q. You would lJaye detect <I one f'hort. Now, do you remember 

Tbomnl'l Taylor of your company?-.\. Yes, sit·. 
"<l. Do you rem<'mlJer seeing him that nl~ht ?-A. I know that be 

wu~ lll'<'>;l'nt thnt night, though I don't remember seeing his face in the 
ranks. 

"Q. rrow do yon !mow that he was present-! mean pre!'1ent with 
yom· company, and I snppo!'1e yon mean tbat?-A. Yes, sir; because I 
know that he was cnniPd on the rolls of the company at this time, 
and I checked up the wh reabouts of evet·y man in the company that 
nl~ht. 

"Q. And you know that he answered to his name nt the roll call, 
do yon ?-A.· Yes, sir. 

"Q. Or if not that, that you found him elsewhere ?-A. Yes, sir; I 
know he was accounted fo1· at that roll call. 

"Q. You have told ns of all who were absent from the ranl's when 
the roll was called, nnd he wns not one of them ; so therefore it follows 
that he was In rank .. , does lt not?-A. Yes, sir. 

•· Q. Now, is that tt·nc also of Joseph L. Wilson ?-A. Yes, str; that 
is true of .TOSPph r,. Wilson also. 

"Q. Do you remember seeing hlm in rnnks that nlght?-A. No, slr: 
I do not. lie is on one er11l of. the company, and I believe in the rear 
rank, or at any rate not directly in front of me in the company. lie 
is smalll'r than most of the men in the company. 

"Q. But if he had lH'en absent when his name v.ns callcil. :rou 
would have dctccled bls absence, you would !lave observed lt ?-A. 
Yes. sir. 

__ _,.. L I 
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" 9. Yon wcr<' pa ·In:; p·trtlcnlar attention, were you not, to the roll 

call"! .\. Y s!r; I wns, b •cau e I belle\·cd that the barracks bad 
IJetn iii t·<l int<J, an<l I wantell to sec i! any man had possibly been 
'·ouu ued nntl h.·ft upstairs. 

''1J. ':\!Jd :ron ul ::u tatcu that you 1.."1lcw the voice of c;ery man so 
you <ould dL tln·~ui'Sh lt nnd rcco~i7.e it when he answered to his 
n:u:.c !'-·-A. Ye ·, Hir; I llelieve I :un famili.:lr wltb every voice in the 
compnu~·. 

"t}. ~"ow, is what you hn"\'e tnted ns to Thoma!'! TaYlor and 1oscph 
L. Wilson also trnc as to Ernest l:..'n~lish ':-A. Yes; s1r; I ·belie e 
En~;!:r·ll was also llrCscnt. 

•• (2. Do you rcHaembPr seriag him that night'l-A.. No, sir; I can not 
po lth·ely state th. t I snw the f ce ot any man in the rnnk~ that 
night. 

.. Q. But you do remember distinctly that e1ery man was in rankll 
ancwcrlng to 111::; name, except tbo .. e whom you h::tTe given us the names 
of, ''110 were awny on the se,·eral duties you ha ·e mentioned?--"-. Yes, 
sir." 

THE I"OURTJI CTIN. 
Dut howeT"cr it moy be ns to the testimony of these tlu·ee men being 

su.Oldent to show tlln t these three gnns were not fired that night, the 
tcstiml)n!f iB aiJ olutr:ly conclusive as to the (ow·tJ~ gun tlzat it u:as 11ot 
fir cl tlwt ni[Jht. Tlll fourt11 ~un, bein~ 4iiU '{l, was orig-Inally i · ucd. 
nt Fort Xiol.Jmrn 1. Ser~enut Dlaney. Shortly bt!!ore tlle 'unttn"!io.n left 
b'ort ~"\iobrarn f or Brownsville his term· of enllstruen t e.xplreu, and he 
reenlls ted nnd to<~k the nsnnl furlough of three months, to which l!e 
'\Ta entitled. lleforc st rtln::: on bi furlough he turnL'(l in his ~un to 
th quarterma ·tcr-&-rgennt. "'nlker hlcCurd , who placed his nnruc on 
a p!l•cc o!' papct· .'lnd put it in tbe bore of the gun next to the rll:unher, 
an"i:l then placed It in the nrm chest and locked it up. ~ergeant Blaney 
dld not rdurn to the co:npany until nftet· it left Fort Drown. On the 
night of the Fhooting his gun. with others, was still in this arm chl'st. 
They were all placed there wllen the battalion left Fot·t Niollrara. On 
n.rri>!ll nt Fort Hrmvn this arm chest was put in the stor room, and for 
want or room otilcr lJn~::n~;e wns piled on top of the chest. On tll 
niglJt ot the 11rln~;. nntl irn!nediately n!tt>.r the compn.uy was di ·mis.<;cu 
for the nigllt, Lieutenant Ln.wrnson. the company commander. under 
ordel"S from Mnjor l'enrosc, procecued to verify bfs rifle~. He cnrefnlly 
couot t1 the rifle in tllc gun rncks anrl found there the <.':met numher 
t11ut l)elonf!ed In the rncl;:s. lie then went to the storeroom, tak!n~~ 
witJt him tile quartennaster- ergen.nt, "'ho unlocked the room, thnt he 
mi:;ht ntcr. After ent"rin~ the room he told the qunrtermn.ste::
serg ant that he wnnted to Ycrlfy the guns in his custody-tho.cC in the 
nrw chest. The qunrtcrm ter- er~CJint th reupon removed the hn~
gngn that had been piled on top o! the arm chest . unscrewed the lid:>, 
opened up the guns, nnd Lieutenant Lawrnson counted them, finding 
that ef'er.v g"Un wns thNe-not one missin~. In this way he l'stali
Ushcs that HI ney's gun was at the time o! fhe firing in tliC nrm chest, 
with the lid screwetl down :mil bagga~e on top or the chest, null 
the door of the storeroom fastened under lock and key. In otller 
word A, It is conclu i"Vcly shown that as to this one ~un at least it wa. 
utterly impo sillle for it to hnve been fired in llrown. ville OJ' that it 
ever llnd J.,ccn 11rcd, exc pt only on tile target range at Fort Niobr~ua 
before the ba.ttnlion left tbcr •. 

Lieul('nant Lawrason·s tes~mony on this point is as follows: 
·• (2. That ni~ht. when the guns were put back in the rackR, did you 

count them ?-A. Yes, sir ; I eoun l.cd them as they were placed in the 
racks. 

•· (~. "\Terc the rUles locked up ?-A. They were, sir. 
11 tJ. I:y whom ?-A. lly the noncommi sioned ollicer in charge o! 

qunrtel'S. 
•• (J. Who was that ?-A. Sergt. Geor;;e W. Jackson. 
11 Q. Is he n reliable man, or not ?-A. I bell eve him to be a reliable 

man, sir. 
"Q. And 11 truthful man 'l-A. I think so, sir. 
"(j. lie bad been n sergellllt in that company for a long time, hn.d 

h not?-A. lie hnu, for several :rears, I believe, sir. lie was in the 
companY when I joined it. 

•· <~- And a man of good record in e ery sense?-A. I believe he 
was, sir. 

•· Q ... ·ow, you snw the gun racks locked by him; then wbat did you 
do next after you ltnd put tile ritles aw:~y and locked them up in that 
mn.nnet·?-A. I tl~t•n went down anll in ·pectecl the rilles in the store
bon . 

"o. Who wns in charge o! the slorehou e. or storeroom, whichever 
you call it?-A. Quurtermnster-1-'erg-eant Walker McCurdy. 

" Q. Was he, nt o, nn old ergeant 'l-A. Ye.:, sir; he was an old 
serg(>ft.llt of Comp ny D. 

•· Q. Was be cr not a. relial.Jle and truthful man ?-A. I always be
lleYNl hlm to be E.;ncll. str. 

" Q. lie had bee in the ser'Tice many years, had he not 'l-A.. Yes, 
sir; he hnrl. 

"Q. And l.L:1d e>l'ryhody's confidence as a good soldier and a faithful 
noncomm1 sionc<l oflicer·:-A. ·<'-. sir. 

•• Q. lie w:~s th qu rtermns ter- cr;eant. .As qunrtermaster- Prgt;>aut 
what wllll hls duty with rc.P .<'t to tlle sm·plus r·ifles and ·tupltis am~ 
munition'? I me>nn surplus in the sense that it wn · not in the hands of 
tllc men ?-A. He wn.s accountal>le for it, and it wa his husinc s to 
keep it locked up. 

" . You w~nt to tlle f;torcroom aft~r you locked up the rl!lt>s; who 
we_nt '>"ith rou t n t_h!' storpt·oom ?:-_\., 'J'lle qunrterruaster-sergcant. 

•· 1!. ~Qrg~a.nt -.)leCurdy'?~.\. Iec:, fir. 
11 

( • \Vh'nt di1l yon do. nnr1 what did you tell him. nn<l in what con
dith n uld you fintl tlw r 1:cm; wns it locked or unlockr<l when you went 
to it't- . It ~·ns lock <1 ond h opened it. De took out n bunch of key8 
as I recollect it, nnll funthlPd arouncl and got the rl"'ht kcv an!l ua~ 
Iockecl the uoor. Tll•: stor ~cc,m ,·a:-; ·wry small. anll ,\·c could not put 
all of our quart<'rmnst<>r property in there, and there was some con
fa Inn In t11e wo.• in which the stufr was Jllled. We 11nd to remoTe a 
lot or company l'roperty. 

" 1.!. I wlll com(' · to thnt fn minute. What diil you tell S~r~e:mt 
l\IcCnnly .ron wanted in 1 lJP storeroom '\';b('Tl :ron w~..n t there: did you 
tell l~lw or !lOt w11Ut .rou w::mted to do until you got into the store
room t-A .• o. t:rlr; '·11~ I 1;0t into the torcroom I tolll llirn th:1t I 
w nt•-·ll 1o fll"' th <> rHit•. tl1n t he hnd In the S1or ·room 

:: Q. 'J hnt i.!' rHks-thnt hc.> had in hill po " ion i-.A. Ye . sir. 
<J. ltill :rou knuw how many rlfl(!s lw had In Ills pos P.S ion at the 

Umc ~-.\. I tlld, hy referring to t.he comllRllY IJI"OlJerty book wllicll '\TUS 
kept OJt•re. 

·• I,). We ·Jl! . P, nk c lmut :thnt preH<'ntlv. .:ow, go on nnll stnic what 
ye>u illcl nutl wl)a t hn llicl wh a yon tulll.him.-.. He told me that the 
ri..~ w .. re Jo<:k. d up iu the tlrm chc ts. I told him to open tllem and 
b 0jiC~cd one full '.arm che t ~l.t t contain!!d ten ri11c , ana also opened 
anot 1e1 tbnt, I belleyc, eontru.nea two or three rilles and .several old 
comrlllny shotguns. 

"Q. Now, before you opened the arm chest~, let me ask whether or 
not they were easy to get at, or hethcr there was anYt hln .. on top of 
them 'l-• . No, sir; they '·et·e not ca::;y to get at. As I recoll~t. we 
removed considerable JH'OJH'l'ly !Jefore we got the arm chests cut and 
got room to unscrew the lids. 

"Q. What kinll of property was this?-!\. Iron quartermaster llnnks 
~~1t~d, L>elieve, some iron uprights to hold mo quito Lars-T-shaped 

" Q. They had been pi!("(l on top or these nrm ches t. , hn.d th<.'Y ?-.. 
;£:st:~r ; and were standing against the wall, bet ween us and u1e arm 

'' Q. When hnd .ron last before that l'ecn tiJese nrrn cheli:ts, nnll 
wltcre?-A. I hnd seen tllcm nt Fort •"lol.Jr::Jra, Nr>br .. before shipment, 
and when they were unloaded from the wngons anu plnced In the store
house nt_l!'ort Drown. 

"Q. 1Yhere were the~e extrn guns placed in these arm chests, whether 
nt Fort Niol.Jrara or Fort llrown, or wllere ?-.\.. '.rhey were pineecl in 
the arm chests at Fort Niobrara. 

"Q. Do you remember seeiD;! the ~uns-rifies-pnt in the arm chests 
and th arm chests closl'd up l'or shipment nt Fort Nlohrnra ':'-A. 1 ,Jo 
not lrclicve I was present when the llroperty was hox.-u Uil. It \\'n 
boxed up some time before our drvnrture, :mil Capt:1in BJJattuck , ns in 
command of the company nt tilnt: time. 

"Q. You have told us in \Vl1nt condition yon found the chests as to 
other property llelng- piled on top ; tLis property was r movcJ, was it, 
from the tops of the che ts ?- . YP:-:, sir. 

"Q. And then were the chest· oy>eued, or not'l-A. They were opened 
under my superl"ision aud the arms counted. 

" (2. ::>tate in \Yhn.t condition yuu fonncl the inside of those chestl', n 
to the arm .-A. The a1·m ·ere ttla.ce:.l in the proper ,::Too,·e tot· ti.Jem. 
ancl they were lla~tcncd down, or held down ]Jy cleat;;; tllat fit In the 
boxe~. to pre~eut tl.telr r:~t tling arounu durin~ sllipmr.nt. 

"Q. They lind been !lxcd that way bc!ore tlJ y had left ~ ··iobrat·a ?
A. Yes, sir. 

"Q. And were they ln that same condition when you opened them 
that nigllt?-.d. They wet·c in the .- me condition, sir. 
sit.'; q. c~~~ 1 ~~utl~g~~t the rl!les wllen they wer~ opened up ?-A. Yes, 

" Q. I will ask :von nnother qnestion-whether or not, beforf' thes3 
rifi('S were shipped from Fort "lohrara, tlley were coated with cos
moline oil or any othet· kind or oil?-.\. I believe th!'y ·et·~ coated 
wltll coRmoline oil at the time I looked nt them at rot·t I;rown. 

•• Q. \Vhen you looked at them w:1s there anv inllication that tllev 
bad beeu di~turbed in any way whateYcr since they had been boxc;l 
up nt Fort Niohrara ?-A ... ·o, ::~ir; tllere was not; 1 did not take ont 
all the rlll('s; I conlll count them ,..-ll!wnt taking them out of the 
uo. e::; ; I pic:l;:ed up one or two from the top. 

" Q. Au<l you dill count tl1c rifle-; in l!oth boxes?-.:\.. Yes. sh-. 
"Q. An<l you rememller 1hat the requLile numhet· of rilles were 

there, added to the other rifi ' t.hnt you found in the racks, and that 
~-ou _counted as away fr·om tllN·e, to mu.ke up the number of seventy'!
A. "le~. lr. 

"Q. There was not a riOe mhUn~. wa~ there?-A .• ·o, sir." 
On this point Qunrtcrmaster-Sergcu.nt -n·alker ~1cCuruy testified (o. 

1G5 ') ns foJlov;-s : 
"Q. "\\bat book is that In front of you tbl're'l See it you recogniz~ 

it.-A. This is the company's property hook, sir. 
"Q. Tbe company pt·operty bo k of Compan:r n ?-A. Ye!l. sir. 
·: Q. W"ill :V<?U turn to. that and ree w·hat gun Sergeant lllaney had 

asst~ned to him, accordm~ to thnt book, when the e 11ew f;prin,...fieltl 
rl.lle · were issued ?-A. [Examining hook.] I think it wa. 4JU 3. 

" Q. 45G83 ?-A. Yes, sir. 
"Q. Now, it ha been te!lti11ed to, I helieYe, that Serg-e~nt. :Ul:mev 

was ab. ent on furlough. "·ben <lid he go away on fnrlou.~h ?-A. it 
was about the same time I was made quartermaster-sergeant-about 
the !lth or lOth of June. 

"Q. 'l'hat is, you succeeded him when be went away on furlough?
A. Yes, sir. 

" Q. IT ad he rt>.turned wh lie you were yet n.t Drownsville 'l IDH•n did 
he return ?-A. llc returned at Bl Reno. 

"Q. J.Ie was not with you at Fort llrown at all~-.\.. ~·o. sir. 
"Q. 'Vhat was done with his gun when he left to go on furlOU!!h tht> 

flt.h of .Tune, or w11atever dal.e it was ?-A. lie took it np and packed it 
away. 

" Q. IIe turned it in 'l--\. No, . ir ; he turned in his own rifle. He 
wlll tell you himself thnt when he r<'turncd th('re was n ::;lip of vaper 
put in the ch!lml>er to silo whose rifle it was, to ltecp me from is:ming 
it to anyone else. 

"Q. Wllo put that In 1hrrc 'l-.A. I pnt it In there m:n:<.'lf. 
" Q. What was on Ulat ellp or paver ?-A. ' \\'illlnm lllnnev.' 
"Q. No"·· hen he ret1trned, • ere you still with the company?-.\.. 

Yes. sir. 
·• Q. At El Reno?-.\. Yes, slr. 
" Q. And you were still quartermaste,r-ser~;e,nnt ?-.\. Ye , r.ir. 
"Q. And did you continue as quarte~·ma ter-scrgeant?-A.. Until 

was eli char~:ed, sir. 
" Q. Until you were discllnr~ d ?-A. Yes. sir. 
"<.1. Now, what was done In tlie matter of proyl<ling Sergc:~nt 

Dlnn<'Y with n. gun ?-A. I ~.nve him 111!;1 same rifl~> uack. 
·• Q. You gayc him bnck -that same rifle?-.\. Yes, sir. 
"(j. What docs the company book sho v there as to what ultimo tell" 

became of lt?-A. 'J.'11e company property book only shows here t11 t it 
was checked otr. At least It is struck out now, because it wns chcckcll 
off. 

"Q. Look at the nnmucr or the gun an<l see 'vhetliP.r th<.'rc are some 
lnitluls pl:~.cell o-rer the number?-.A. No, sir; only '0. K.' here, when 
it wns turned in. 

"Q. Whnt I that written over tllc number [indicating on book]?_ 
A. 'l'llat is the captain's check mark. · 

.. Q. That i 'c. <;. K.? '-•. It Is I 0. r.' 
"Q. ·o; 'C. C. K.'-A. Tllnt ls the ciptnln'f! che~J- mark of Co.:>-

taln Klnnt>y. lie coult1 tell OlJ. lie di•l that hlmsr-lf. ' -
" Q. 'J.'he gun wa~ turnerl in. ¥ott ·ere quart<:>rmastcr-serge:..'Ilt wben 

the ~un was turn('d in ':'-A. YeP, Gh'. • 
" Q. State ""hetber or not when the :;nus were turned In Captain 

Klnn••y was carJtnin of the rompan.r.--A. Y<'!;, sJr. 
" ~!. And his name is C. C. Kinney?- .\.. Ye , sir. 
" 1). Htate whelh~r nr not he cl.Lccl;;e up eYcry numl>er.-_\. lie ht.d 

thn t ]JOOk, anu he cbeckeu it up. 
" Q. Cnn yon t~ll ns where that gun. .~o. 4 :;a ~. ·is tll~ t tile nun

bcr ?-.\.. 4::itiS.,, I think it j , sir. [Examining hook.] ·.r11.re is a 
check over it. but I think that is what it i , No. 4.JG8~. · 

" . 'enator WAll~. That is the number you gave'/ 
1' Senator :Fon.AKER, Yes. 
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"Ry Rena tor FonAKEn.: 
" q. "·c·Jl, it is tiH' number that is there. State where that gun was 

on the r.ight of the 13th of .\.ugu:st, HlOG.-A. It was in the arm chest, 
sir. In the company. 

"Q. In the arm chest7-A. Yes, sir. 
" Q. "·as the at·m chest open or closed ?-A. It was closed, sir. 
" Q. "'b!;!rc was the arm chc. t ?-A. It was in the storeroom. 
"Q. liov; lon.g- lwei It iJPen in that arm chest, and who had placed it 

there ?-A. I placed it the1·e ut ~'ort Niobrara. 
" Q. At • 'ioLrara '!-A. Yes, sir. 
"Q. It was one of the .guns that were in your charge? It was one 

of a nnmller in your charge nt that time, waR it ?-A. Yes, sir. 
" Q. You have alre:.Hly testilied that yon packed up in arm che~ts all 

the guns you had chm·gcd to yon 't-A. All the surplu1:1 guns that were 
not in the hnnds of the men, sir. 

" Q. Yon llnve a cleat·, positive, distinct recol~ection of that fact, 
hn><' yon ?-A. Yes, sit·. 

"Q. You can not he mlstakC'n about it ?-A. No, Air. 
"Q. It was No. 4:Jti~\i '! '!'hat was the numl:er ?-A. Yes, sir." 
If this g-un was not firPd that night in Brownsville, as the te::;tl

mony conciu il"ely shows It waR not, then it follow~ that if the shells 
picked up in the streets of llrowns>illc wer·e fired out of this gun 
thev must have been fired nt Fo1·t Niobrara. The testimony shows 
this was · both 11o .. sible and probahle. . 

BC'fore this microscopic inye:::tii;ation was made or nny f<UCh que. twn 
was foreseen, it was estnblb·;hed hy uncontradicted testimony that Com
pany B took with it to Hrownsyille as n part of its l.l.lggage !1 box 
containing from l,GOO to :.!,OO(J exploded shells, wilh n proportionate 
number of clipR, and that after arrival at Browns>lllc this uox, openC'd, 
Rtood on the back porch of D barracks, wlH•rc anyone pas::;ing mi1;ht 
have access to it and remo>e shells and clip,; from it. The micro copic 
report says that tlle !ih<'ils picked in the strcetR of Brownsville 
and put in evidence were. beyond a reasonable doubt, fired out of these 
four guns belonging to D Company. If so, then it also follows that 
they were fired, not in Brownsville. bnt at Fort Niohrura, and that they 
we1·e found in the streets. not l.JN·nuse they fell there when fired, hut 
because they had be<'n placed there by persons nnlmown, who hall 
!'!'Cured them ft·om this box of shells standing on the back porch and 
<•u.;;lly uccel'<:<ihlc to nn:rone dlsposPd to remove th<'m therefrom. In 
other words, the microNt'oplc in<;pection showR conclusively, not that the 
solrllers were guilty of the firing, lmt that the soldiers were free from 
such guilt. 

Before I le:we that subject let me again cull attention 
to the fact tllnt tllC next morning nhout the brenk of day, 
ns he testified, Captain Macklin, wl.lo wns the officer of 
the day, mn<.lc a Yery careful search, having heard that tl.le 
charge was that the soldiers had done the firing, both inside the 
re~cnation and outside, to find any CYidencc of such firing. 
Inside the r0~ervation he could find no shell, no clip, no evi
dence of any kind to show thn t any firing hau occurred. Out
side tl.le re:-:ernltion, in the mouth of Cowen alley, where the 
F:cntinel and the scayen~er testified that the first firing occurred, 
he found on a circnlar nrea, not more tlmn 10 inches in diame
ter-tbink how , mall tbat is 110w-seyen exploded. shells and 
sL· of these clip~. The testimony is i.ha t if those exploded shells 
ll:Hl been firell that lli\!ht l>y one stanuing near that point, they 
''onl<1 h:we been ejcde<l a distance anywhere from 3 to 10 
fC'f't from the gun, antl they would have covereu an area of 10 
f'ect in diameter, rather than J 0 incl1cs in diameter. In other 
wonl~, that, in connerotion with what iR otherwi c shown with 
rt~:-vect to tlle!"e exploded shells pich~tl uv in the streets of 
Browwwille, iutlicates tllat they had !Jeen placed. there not us 
a re!'ult of tiring <lone by ~oltliers, !Jut as a reRult of firing done 
!Jy somebodY f'h:e who wanted to fix the re pousibility for firing 
ui1on the R~ldiers. . 

~till ott cr faets were <1eYelo11etl and eRtablished by the testi
mony tllnt might be cited as confirmatory of the innocence 
of tlJe soltliN!", but it is not ne<.: 5:o-·:uy for vre .. ent . vurposes to 
1n·olo~1g tlle tli!'cnssion of tlmt clmrnetcr of eYidcnce. 

I ,...-ant to pa~s to a. consideration of the legislation that has 
h en Jlt"OJl!•~'f'<l, but before taking tllut up I desire to call atten
tion to tllc 

l'ROD.l..niLITIF.S 

of this ca~c, or rnther it improba!Jilities. 
'l'o any rnint1 at ull familiar with human nature, nnd able to 

rea:,;on as to the prol.>ahilitit:s of human action, there is teRti
wom· of the stron~l':t cll:11'::t<.:ter in fn Yor of the soluiers in the 
stril~ing improlmhility of tlw whole theory of their guilt. 

I~ it 1n·oual.>le that men of the character the t stimony ~hows 
these men to he wouhl deliberately plan such a con,'l1iraey? 
A11<l if they hau nhility enough to vlnn and execute su<.:h a 
cousvirnC'y, "·ouhl tlH>y l>e stupitl enough to enter ll!lOn its 
e ·ecution by !Jreakiug open their gun rncl{S, us they dit1 in 
Cnlllll:llly 0, and by firing from their rear porcheH as it is 
clwr~e<l the~· did in Company B. or that they woulU be firin~ 
from within tllC n~~ervation gronnu~. on which they wonltl 
remnin until l>y snell firing and such operations they llad 
arou~<Hl the whole town. nnu diref'ted attention to themselves, 
tll<'rt'hy fixin~ tbeir ith~ntity ns soldier ; nn<l that when they 
bn<l tlHlS fi~·cu attention npon tlH•m::elveR, and not before, they 
w0uhl. in the presence of the aroused. citizens jump over the 
wall of the reservation anu start on their errnnu of outrage 
nnd mtudel'? 

1.' it rcaHonnble to suppose t11at if the raiders were soldiers 
they woulu have commenced. firing anywhere in the 1icinity of 
the resenation? It must be remembered that it is the theory of 

those who believe in their guilt that operations were com
menced in this bungling manner and tbnt yet their p~oceetl
ings were so carefully planned tl.lnt, although they hau acces
sories before the fact to enable them to secure their guns aud 
pass the guards and acccssori<'s after the fact to enable them 
to return, clean their guns, anu otherwise decei\·e their officers, 
yet all concerned-the Presidt"nt thinks the great majority of 
the battalion-have so carefully guar<.led the secret that no 
one has allowed a single woru or hint to escape that eYen tenth! 
to convict. Such s crccy wouhl be utterly imvossihle; but it i., 
if it were possil>le, utterly iucon!:'i. tent with the l1t"rformances 
with which their Jlroceedings \Yerc initiate:!. The two ideas 
are utterly at variance wi tll cacll other-at war with each 
other-they <lel"troy each other. 

And if the soluiers w0re so reckless as to disclose their itleu
tity as soldiers by breaking O]ICll their gun racks nncl opening 
fire in tlw way in<licate<l and at the t)lacc~ indicated, why 
should there bnve !Jeen Illaintainetl such secrecy with respect 
to themselYes and tlleir opc;rations in otl1er re:pects? 

Is it reasonable to suppose-can any fair-min<letl man be1ieYe
that men capal>le of planning una. executing such a conspiracy 
and willingly euga~ing in snell a worl.: woultl be so secretive on 
the one llnnu and so absolutely reckless on the othP.r? 

And is it reasonable to suppose that if there were from fiye 
or six or eight to twenty soiUiers engage(1 in the rnid they could 
haye gone through the town to the extent de~crib,tl by the teRti
mony, and in the manner shown by the t stimony, an<.l then 
from a point distant :Joo to 3u0 yards from tl.le fort haye 
returned to the IJ!lrracks and rejoined their com11anies while 
in the process of formation, under the very eyes of their otfi- • 
cers, "·ithout l>eing detected? 

In order to luwe r<'turned to their companies before their 
formation was completed tl.ley woulU have ha<l to run swiftly 
ami would, therefore, haye been likely to show e.·citement, 
quick breathing, and other effects of their exertion, which would 
l>c observe<.l. 

The testimony of all the officers is unqualifi<'tlly that not a 
man in any one of the companies showed any sign wbatevcr of 
huvin~; participate<.l in the affray. 

It is no part of my purpose to speculate ur1ou the sugges
tions of the testimony as to who, in fact, did do the shooting. 

l'RESEXT DUTY .• 

At this time we arc concerned only as to what affects the 
soldiers, and our sole concern as to them i" to aseertain, if we 
can, what our <.luty toward them requires. 

It is not essential to our action tl.J.at we ·lloul<.l cl termine who 
tbe rniilers were. It is enough to know, wh.at now seems to be 
commonly agreed. upon, that, no matter who tl!d the shooting-, 
there nrc many. of the soldiers 'vho nrc wholly innocent both 
of Darticipating in the affray and of witbhohli_ng knowletlgc 
with respect thereto, ant1 that all such ha \·c sun·~'retl di~~race, 
loss, and hnnlE:hip from which they shoulu he relien'd, nntl that 
such relief can !Je granted only hy an act of on~ress. 

Apparently no one nppreclntes tllis more keenly than the 
President. It is interesting to note bow this mutter seems to 
have weigheu upon his mind and bow by succcssiyc steps he 
llns ren<.:hed this conclusion. 

His order dischnrgin~ tbe men without honor was tlat('d _..To
yemiJer G, lDOG. Congre~s convC!le(l December ~. lflOG. On that 
day resolutions were introduced in the Senntc antlwrizing an 
ilwestigution of the facts connectetl with tllC a1Irny nud the 
discl.lnrge. They led to a. del>ate and <.liscm:~ion, in con...,equencc 
of which on the 12th day of Dcccm!Jer, H>OG, tbe Secretary ot 
'Var, by direction of the Pre i<leut, issueu the following order: 

A11plications to reenlist from fo1·mer membet·s of Comp:micR U, C, 
atHl J), 'l'wenty-fifth Infantry. who WC'rc <lio:;chargcd tlll!ler the JH"O
yh;ions of .'pecia.l Orders, 'o. :!GG, 'Var Department, • ToYemllcr fl, lUO >, 
must he mu<le In Wl"lt.!ng nnd lJc ac:companle<l by );Ueh evidence, al.·o 
in "Titin~. nR th~ applicant may dcf'!irc to submit to show thnt he wu 
ncitltN implicated in tlw rnid on llrownsville, '1' x., on the nio:;bt Qt 
Anl,\'ust l:.l, l!lOtl, nor ;vlthlleld any cvldence that might lead to tho 
discovery of the perpetrator thcreor. 

Later, on the 14th day of Jnnunry, 1!)07, the President, in n 
Slledal mesE:age to the Senate, said: 

I nm now satiRtied that the effect of my order clLmisRing the,;e men 
without honor wns not to lJnr thC'm from nil civil employment under 
tlw Oovernmcnt, nnd then~forc that the part of the order which con
Rh;ted or u declaration to this etrect was lo.ckin" in validity, and I have 
directed thnt such portion IJc revoked. 

On the 11th tlny of March, lfJO , the ommittee on Military 
Affnlrs having made its report, the President ~aid, in a . P . ·inl 
me:::;s:1ge to the .'enatc, that be desired to rcdyc the order of De
cember 12, 1DOG, and therefore recommenueu-
the passage of a lnw extending this t1me llmlt, so far as the nol<llers 
concern d are a!Tectcd untll n. year after the passn~e of the law, and 
fJermlttln~ the reinstatement by direction or the !'resident of any man 
who, In ills judgment, shnll ai>pear not to he within the clas9 who o 
discharge was deemed necessary in orde1·. to maintain tile dlscipllne and 
morale of tllc Army. 



I 

I 

1908. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. 4721 
In lwrmony with that message four of the members of the 

Coumlittee on l\lilitnry Affairs wl10 had joinecl in the majority 
repol't joinel ia n 1-illPJilcmental n•port recommending the 
pass:1gc of a h~ll provhlin~ for the reinstatement In the Army, 
lmt without providing for pny iu the meantime of all the <lis
clwr~l'U f'!o]{liers who "·ou](l within a year nfter tllc approval 
or UlP net s:atiSfJ· the President that they did not partlcii)ate in 
the a ffrny, and that tlley ll;ne not witlllleld nuy information with 
reg-:; nl thereto. 

J"ater, on tlle lOth <lay of :\larch, the Senntor from 1\Iis. ouri 
introduced a bill (S. O::!OU}, wllich went still fnrt11er in fayor of 
the men, and proYidcd that all who rni~llt reenlist under its pro
visions shoulu have full vny from tlle date \Yhen they were dis
charge(} without honor. 

Prior to tlle introduction by the Senator from Missouri of 
S. G20G, I introdueed, l\Inrch 1.2, S. fi1:!D. Doth of tlle~e bills 
were referred to the Committee on l\Iilitary Affairs. Doth hnxe 
been reporteu from that committee auyersely. Both are on 
the Calendar for con:;;iuPrntion by the Senate, in accordance 
with their reSJ)ective meritf-l, without either having any parlia
mentary advantnge over the other. I speak now in favor of 
the pas:-:age of S. iJT2!l. 

It will be lle1pful to recall in this connection precisely what 
the e two bills arc. 

I a. k that they be printed in tlle RECORD without reading. 
The VICE-PRESIDE ... 'T. Without objection, 11ermission is 

granted. 
Mr. FORAKER. I will state that the effect of the bill in

trounced by the enator from Mil' uri [1\Ir. \VARNER] is that 
any of the soldier who "ere discharged may be allowed to re
enlist whenever they may prove their innocence to the ntis
faction of the Pre ident. Perhaps I had better read it all. It 
is a very short bill. 
. Mr. ·wARREX. I hope the Senator will read the bill. The 
lan~ua""e differs somewhat from that which the Senator hns 
just useu. I trust lle will read the bill. 

1\Ir. FORA.KER The hill provides that whenever the Presi
dent shall be satisfied-·! will read it as it is, then we will 
have it exactly. It is as follows: 
A bill (S. G!!OG) for the relief of certain former members of the Twenty

fifth llegiment of United States Infantry. 
Be it enactea, etc., That if at any time within one year after the ap

proval of this act the President shall be sntisfi<>d that any former en
listed man of the •.rwenty-fifth Re~;iment of United States Infantry 
who was discharg(!d from the military service as a mrmher of b!\icl 
regiment under the provisionll of a special order numbere<l 2116 and daled 
at the War Department on the 9th day of Novcml>cr, 190G, hatl no 
participation in the affray or guilty knowledge of the persons engaged 
in aid atrray that took place at llrownsville. Tex., on the night of 
August 13-14, l!JOG, the rreslflent may authorize the enlistment of said 
man · and any man who shall enlist in the military service under au
thority so given by the Pre. i<lent shall be held and consldet·ed to hnve 
recnll>~ted immediately after his discharge under the provisions of the 
special order bereinhefore cited and to l>e entitled, from the elate of his 
dl charge under said special order, to the · pay, allowances, and other 
right: and benefits that he would have been <'ntitled to rPceive from 
said date of discharge if he bad bN•n honorably discharged under the 
provisions of said special order and bad reenlisted immediately. 

I do not know of any "ay in which I derxtrted from what the 
bill reallv is in the statement which I made, except only that I 
did not make the statement full enough. The bill docs provide
and that is the fundamental idea of it-that none of the e men 
can be authorized by the President to reenlist until he shall haYc 
satisfied the President-to usc the exact lnn~ua~e of the bill
that lle is innocent of having participated in that affray and in
nocent of withhol<.ling any knowledge with rc. pect to it; in other 
words, it is u r<'quiremcnt that these men shall prove to the satis
faction of the Pre. iclcnt their innocence. 

The bill I introiluced-I1crha.ps I had better rend tllat so that 
Senators may know just what it is-reads as follows: 
A bill ( S. 57!:!0) to correct the records and authorize the reenlistment of 

certain noncomml:;;sloncd ofJlC'ers and <'Dllsted men Lrlonging to Com
panic n, C, nnd n of the 'l'wenty-fifth United States Infantry who 
were <li char)?;ed without honor, und<'r Special Orders, No. 2GG, War 
Department. Nov<.'mlJer !l, lDOG, and the restoration to them of all 
right of which they have IJcen deprived on account thereof. 
Ec it cnrrctctl, etc., Tllnt nny noncommissioned oflicer or enlisted man 

belonging 1o Company H, ', or D of the 'l'wenty-tlfth United States 
Infantry, di churS!e<l without honor under Special Ordet·s, No. 2GG, War 
Departrnrnt, dat 11 No\Pmher H. lDOG, on nct•otmt or the shootiu~ a!!ray 
that occurred at Brownsville, 'l't•x .. on the night of August t:~-1 ·1, 1DOU, 
who sball make oath before any only authorized enlisting- officer of the 
United tates Army ot· ·nyy that be did not participate in said atrray, 
and that he doPt' "not Jmow of any soldier belonging to any of said 
companies who did participate in the samr. and that be has not at any 
time ltcoretoforc and do s not now withhold any knowledge with respect 
to that o<·cm·rcnce which. If maur. puhlic, would or might lead to the 
1dentlflcation of an:v participator in said ~;hooting affray or any acces
f!Ory thereto, either' before or after the fnct, an<l that he hns answered 
tully to 1hP be. t of his lmow!Pd!.\"C and ability all questions that have 
be n lawfully put to him IJy his ofiic<'rs or other. in conn<>ction there
with, :"hall be, and ber<'bY iR, made cligil>le to reenlist in the military 
or naval forces of the United Stutes on his application therefor at any 

XLII--2DG 

time within thr<>~> months from and after the pa"lsagc of this net, any 
statuto or provision of law or order or regulation to the contrary not
withstaT!ding; and that upon such rernllstment be shall be allowed full 
pay, U<'Cording to tlw rank he hE"ld and the pay he \nt-; recPiving at the 
date of <lio;;charge unlll his rernlistmPnt: Pro rider/, That all the rights 
and privilPg<.'s to which the soldiers reenlistin~ undl'r the provisions 
of 1h l!i act were entitled, respt>cllvely, at the time of their discharge 
~-<hall br, and hereby are, fully restorrd to them. and the recot·d showing 
thrlt· di;;char~e without honor shall he, and lwrehy Is. annulleu, set 
a>Jlde, and lwld for naught, and the lime <>lapsing since their discharge 
without honor until the dalP of such rernlistment shall l>e computed in 
dctt'rrnlning all rights to which tlwy may be rcsprctivl'ly entitled pn 
account or continuous SNYice as though they had bePn In the serv1ce 
without interruption, and they ·hall not sntrer any fOl'ft•iture of any 
right or pi·ivilcgc by reaf:on or t:mch dlscha1·gc: Prorirlcd (u1·tllf'1", That 
In any case where the rrgular term of enlistment which the soldier was 
sPrving at the time wht'n uisehaJ·g-cd " · ithout honor has in the mean
while expired, his rrcor<l shall IH', nud herrby is. corrected so as to 
!'how nn honorable discharge at the time or the expiration of such en
ltstment, and he shall be allowed full pay and all rights and privi
IPgt''> until that time; and in the ev<'nt or the recnlilltment of such 
solrlirr under the provisiong of this act his term of rcPnlistment shall 
l>e di'Pnwd to have commenced as of the time when his previous <>nlist
rnPn l <•xpired. and his service undN· such reenlistmrnt shall be without 
JH"<'.lnclicc of any kind hy rPason of his former di. charge without honor: 
All(l 1Jroridccl furt11cr. 'rhat in cal"<' any of the noncomruis. ionE>d officers 
or rnli>~tcd men belonging to said comp:mie;; and di~charged without 
honor shall have died since they were so discbarg d and before the 
pas>~a~e of this act. but who shall have testified undt•r oath or made 
affidavit IJefore their death that they did not participate in said shoot
in~ affray or have any knowled.!~e with referPnce thereto, their re
sprctlve records shall l>e, and hcrehy are, correcteu ln accordance with 
the provisions of this act and tbrir legal representatives shall be en
tHird to all pay that would have become due to them from the time of 
th<'lr discluuge until the time of tbf.'ir decease. 

RI:c. 2. That nothing ln this act contained shnll be construed to pro
hibit the prosecution and punishment of any soldier rPenllsting under 
the lH"OYi~Ions herPof as to whom it may at any time her<>after appear 
thn t he <lid partiripatr in said shooting ali ray or have Irnowledge thereof 
whiC'h he has withheld. 

HT·:c. :1. That all reenlistments under the provisions hereof of soldiers 
who at the tim<.' of their dlscharl.!e without honor wPre erving terms of 
enlistment which have not ret expired shall be held to be for only the 
remaining portion of said unexpired terms, respectively. 

It will be observed with respect to these measures that both of 
them proceed upon the assumption that some of the men, 
whether few or many, or nll, who were diPcharged "ithout 
honor, were innocent, and that justice requires that nll such 
men sllonld lla ve an opportunity to reenlist and be restored to 
all the rights they lost by being discharged without honor. 

It will also be observed that both of the, e bills provide that 
the men so reenli ting shall be paid in full for all the time since 
they were discbnrcred without honor until their reenli tment. 
In other words, in a genernl way the prOi10Sitlon of both bills 
is that the innocent men shall be allowed to reenlist "ithout 
lo~~ of pay, and be restored to all the rights lo t on account of 
their di charge. 

'l'be chief difference between the two bills is that, according 
to tlle bill introduced by the Senator from Missouri, the men 
who arc to secure rcenlistm<'nt in nccordance with its terms and 
provisions are required, ns a condition precedent, t.o prove their 
innocence to the satisfaction of the President; while under the 
bill I bnve offered. as u sub titutc it is proviued that all shall 
be allowed to recnli t-
who shall make oath before any <luly authorized enlisting officer of 
tltf' United States Army ot· Navy that he did not participate in said 
aiiray, and that he does not know of any soldi<'r helonging- to any of 
said companie!'l who did participate in the same, and that he ha~ not at 
any time hrretorore anti dors not now withhold any knowletlge wltb re
spi>ct to that occurrence which. if ma<l1\ public, would or might lead to 
the Identification of any participator ln said shooting affray, or any 
accessot·y ther<.'to, either l>Pforc cr after the fact, and that he has 
answered fully to the best of his knowledge and ability all questions that 
have b<'PU ln.wfully put to him Ly his officers or others in connection 
therewith. 

There are other im!)ortant differences, among them the fol
lowing: 

The bill offereu by the Senator from Missouri does not author
ize the correction of the records of the men who are to be rc
enli ·ted. That is necessnry to enable them to haye their rights 
to pensions, and other rights. His bill is f;ilrnt on that point. 

The bill offered by myself proYides as follows: 
• • • The record showing their discharge without honor shall be, 

and hereby is, annulled, set aside, and held for naught. 

. This bill further provides: 
That in any case where the regular term of e~llstment which the sol

dier was serving at the time when discharged w1thout honor has in the 
meanwhile e.·pired, his record shall be, nn<l hereby is, corrected so as to 
show an honorable discharge at tile time of the expiration of such 
enlistmcn t. 

This bill further provides: 
That in case any of the noncommissioned officers or enlisted men be

longing to sai<l companies and discharged without honor shall have died 
since they were so discharg-ed and before the pa sage or this act, but 
who shall have testified under oath, or made affidavit hefore their death, 
that they did not participate in said shooting affray " • have any knowl-
edge with reference thereto, their respective records " 11 be, and hereby 
are, corrected in accordance with the provisions of net, etc. 
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There arc a number of en~ s to which this pro\ision wonlcl he 
npplic:niJlc-a muil l!C'r of ca~Nl as to \\·llicll tlH? law would fnil in 
its pnrpo~c if it l1i!l not contain some sudl proYisiou. 

.: ll thc~e pro;-I ,·ions ns to tlw correction of the recor ls of 
these mea are alwo1utt·lr uer>cssury if vi·c prot.osc to meet all 
the ca~cs tllat will ari :::c and treat them as equity anu justice 
l'<?C}llil'(>. 

TlH·~.e 1>111. <1iffor in another respect. Tlle order of tlle Presi
dent disellnr~ing th<>m \\·ithout lwuor forC\·er UcbatTCtl them 
fron recnlistiug iu either the ~\rmy or tho • ·ayy of the Unitotl 
State~. 

'Il!o !Jill intro!luce 1 by tho Senator from MiEsouri docs not 
r mu,·c tllC' l.Jar n.~ainst r enlisting in tho .~:·~n· ;-.· or the Uniteu 
Stnt·os, while m~· bill <locs explicitly remove that bur. 

The importance of 1his is not in tho fnct that these soltliers 
may want to reenlist in tho .. :avy an<l find themselves debarred 
therefrom, but in the fact tlmt so lon.g as any vart of said order 
of di~mi. ml stauds against them they are at least pro tnnto in 
di.s;racc and dcpri,·cd of rl~llts to which they nre entitlell. 

Another difference is in the fact that the bill of the Qenator 
from ·~lie; 'Ouri docs not restore to the noncommi sionctl o1Iicers 
who may reenlist the rank they held, which IDY.. bill docs. Fail
ure to do this would be a denial of justice. · 

Still otller differences might be pointcu out, but those mcn
tioncn nrc sufiicicnt for pre. cnt purposes. 

'l'llc main tlifferenc is the first indicated. That shows that 
these hills arc l1nscd on rn<lically different theories. 

The bill introduced l>y my~elf requires C\ery man who ~ecks 
recnli~tmcnt to purge himself by making oatll as to his inno
c •ntc of e\·cry crime conne<.:teu with tlle shootin~ affray; not 
only that be !lid not participate in the shooting, but that lle bas 
no knowlcr1gc with respect thereto and that he has not with
llCld nny knowled"'c from nnybotly. 

These are requirements with which the~c men can comply, 
and nuder nll tlle circum··tanccs the te:;t is sufficient null all 
that shonhl be asked. 

It is nO\Y more tllan eigllteen months since this shooting 
occurred. It is almost n :rear and a half since the men were 
di.'charge<l and became se1mrated from each other. 

They ba \e been during all this period under surveillance antl 
practically on triaL 
~umcrous inw. tigations lla\e been had. One by the ~rand 

jury of Cameron County, Tex., another by the Penro e Cl)nrt
martinl, another b:y the Macl-lin conrt-martial, and anothc1· by 
the Senate Committ<'C on -~Iilitary Affair . 

Nearly all these men hnvc in some connection or in some 
form or other testified as witue Ees at l<'a t once, and all those 
r gardecl as most likely to ha\e Irnowlc<lge ns often aR two, 
three, or four times. They ha\e been e -nminetl and cro~s
cxnminecl, but during all this period, nn<l not"·ithstamling a 11 
these trials to whicll they haYe been subjected, not one iota 
of testimony has been adduced anywhere lJy anyho<ly of nny 
kiml whatsocYer to voint to any particular one of 1:he mea as 
~uilt~T of nny offcn · • of any nature in connection with or grow
in; out of tllis hooting affray. 

'l'his fact alone, disreganling altogether their own posii.i\o 
testimony .ns to their innocence, Rhould bo enough to autllorizc 
the acceptance of the afllua\its they will be require<l to mnke 
mHlcr the bill I lla\c offereu as a sufficient basis for their re
cn1i. tment, especially in Ticw of tlle fact that it is pro\i<l d in 
my !Jill-

That nothing in tbls net contained shall ue construed to prohibit the 
prosecution nnll JHmi:;hment of any soldier reenlistin~; under the pro· 
yl ions hereof ns to whom It may nt nny time llerenfter appear that he 
dic.l pnrticlp::tte in ~:>nld slwoting affray or have knowle<l~e thereof which 
l.le has withheld. 

If these men arc innocent ns they claim to be, they can not 
make oilier or furU1er statement than my bill requires them to 
mnkc, for all an innocent man can do if chnrgell with the com
mission of an offense is to sny he diu not do it, and that he 
knows nothing whate\er about it, e..~cept it be to account for his 
whereabouts at the time when the offense was committeu, and 
that has been <lone by every man in this battalion who was pres
ent nt Brown. ville thnt night. 

To require more L to require an impossibility, and to reQuire 
a mnu to prove llis innocence is to outrnge justice by ro...-er ·ing 
tlle rule of e\idcnco thnt obtains in C\Cry civilizc<l country. 

I>ut the bill otrerml by tbe Senator from :Missouri is most ex
traordinary in anotller rc~pcct. I venture to claim that it is 
witllout a prcced nt in n11 the history of tlle liberty-loving Eng
lish-speaking nations of the earth. 

It requires two thin:;s of these men in violation of the fnnda
me>ltnl spirit of our institutions and which, in my opinion, it 
would be n di~graee to the Congress of the United States to 
e_·act: 

First, that men accusctl of crime shall prove their innocence; 

and, second, that thry Fhall prove tllcir innoc(>ncc to tlH' Fnti~bc
Uon of a jmlgc \\110 bas ulrencly prejwl~<'l1 tlwir en:-;P, Hut oac , 
or twir\:', or three time~. and <.:u~ually, but r e1w ntellly nu• l om
eially, and cacll time with a m~lnifc!'tation t1f .: f' m•.::- t \ ;t: li ~1a1i
flell t'OllYietion tllnt not only ·ollie of the mtm di: ·lmr,::;t'.l <1id 
the sllootin~, but tlmt mnny. if not r.ll of tlrem, hlll l"\10 \YI ~-:lgc 
of the perpctmtors whi<,ll, through a con~11imcy of FilL•nc~·. they 
ha YC refu. '{il to clh·nlgl'. 

In his mcs~nge to the Seua te of Dec ILb<'l.' 1 fl, 1no·n, i'1 re
sponse 1o rePolu1ions of the ,'cnate cnllin"' for infonu:ltio!l C'n 
the subject, tlle Prt'Sitl<'nt said: 

I am glad to a•ail m~· elf of the opportunity ntrordrcl by tllc>~ c rc o
lntlons to lay I.Jefore thl' t-;pnate tlH~ followln; fn cts ns to the mur
derous conduct of certain rnembct·s of th e compnni(' in ou~s t io .l, aucl 
u~:; to the co/t:1Jliracy by which t1w11y of the other tnPml'~rs of tll ct>e 
compnni~·~ RaYed tile cl'iminals froru justice, to tllc c.lh>~;racc of tlJo 
l; nitcd State unlfoL'm. 

In tllat same mos:ngc, in another conncctio!l, he sni{1: 
As to tlle noncomml sioncd officers ancl enllstecl men. there can he no 

donut wl1ntever that II/IIIlY were ncccssut·lly priv...-. roftl•r if not u~fore 
the attack, to the conduct of those v;lJo took actunl p rt in thi · mur
derous riot. 

I refer to Mnjor mock ·om's report fn- proof of the fact tllnt cer
tainly some. nnd ]lrouablfl all, ot the noncomruis ione:l ollicers who were 
in charge or qnaners, w 10 were rcsponsll.Jie for the ~:un rnd•s and hall 
keyH thereto in thelt• personal vosscs ion, knew 'Yhnt men \terc en· 
gage1l in the attack. • 

Further along in that mmc messn!;e he said: 
There is no question ns to the murder nntl the attempt nt murder; 

thrrc iR no que. tion that f:omc or the soldiers were ~uilty tllereof; 
th ·rc is no que. tiou that mauJI ot theil· comraL1r pl'ivy to the deeu 
have comuincd to slleltcr the criminals from justice. 

.A~ain, in tllat same me ·:;age, he speaks on that same point, 
as follows: 

~o much for fhc ori~inal crime. .A blacker never stained the annals 
of our ArL!y. It llas I.Jeen supplemented loy another oni...- lefl!l nJnc:k in 
the ~>h:we of u succ(sstuL cun&JJiracJI of , ilcnce for tile purtlo:e o! 
shielding those who took part in the ori;;innl conspimcy of murder. 

Further along in that Fame mcs ·age he repents, as follows: 
Yet some of tho noncommissl.oncd officers nncl many o! the men o! 

the three companies in question have l>nnc.lcd together In a conHtlirucy 
to protect the asflassins nnd woulc.l·be n :n.ssin::~ who hnve <li ·graced 
thell· uniform by tile conduct al.Jove relnteu. Jiuny of them may have 
known circum t nccs which would lend to the cnn\lctlon of tl10sc en
gagl'<l in the murderous a scmlt. 'l'hey have stolidly and ns one mnn 
hrokeu their oaths of enlistment and refused to help discover tho 
ct·imlnals. 

In that snme me ·ng oc urs also tllc following: 
Inclcl0.ntally I may nd<l thut the sol1lit'r of long(! t service nnd 

highest position, ho su1Iere1l uecnu e of the order, ·o far as being 
those wllo de;:;erve most R~·mvnthy, deserve least, foL' they arc the very 
~~e,r 1~~~3e~~hom we should be able especially to r ly to prevent mutiny 

In llis message of January 14, submitting the Purdy testi
mony, occurs the following: 

The evidence, al:l will lle seen, shows heyond nny possil>lllty of hon t 
qu stion Utut some imllvidunls among the colored trootJ. whom I have 
dl mi.. ecl commit ted the outr·n!.!'M mentionecl, nnd thn t some or n.ll of 
the• other individuals whom I ulsml <-ed ha<l knowlcdt;e of the cleeu and 
shlcldcc.l from the law those who committed it. 

.Ancl then, flnnlly in that same me~ ·ngc, as 1hough afraltl hi. 
numerous pc~;itiYe nncl unqualified statements ou this !)Oint 
woul<l not l>l! l.Jc1ie\cd, llo flnitl: 

It is out of the question U1at the fifteen or twenty men cngng,•d in 
the ns ault could lw.Ye ~atllereu llebinll the wall of the fort. ·hcl!un 
firing-, Pomc of them on tiH• porche!'l of the !Jnrracks, gone out into the 
town. firod in the nf'l;ghhorhoou of :.!00 ~hots Jn the town. and th n re
turned-the total time occuph u from the time of th lir~t shot to the 
time of their rrturn bcln~ ~;omcwhere in tllc uel~huorhood or t<•n mln
utPs- without 11/allll of tlwir cou!ratl oR knowing whnt they ll!lcl <lnnl'. 

lndt'c>cl, tile fuller details as e tnl tl hdwcl hy the udtlitionn 1 cvillcncc 
taken Kince I last comruuuicntl'u with the .:cnnt•! mnke it likc>l \' that 
there were 1:cry {eu:, if o11y, of the ,Roluil'l's di mi R d who could bnve 
!teen ignornnt of what occurred. It is well·nl~h impo · iule thnt nnv of 
1 he Iwncornmissioned otllccrs who were nt the IJn.rrnck should not Iia'\'e 
lmown whnt occurred. 

While tllc~e nsscrtion~, repeatctl oYer nud O\er n~ain in the 
most cxtravngaut langnnge, sllow after all, as General Garlin ...... 
ton r vorte<l, that there was no c\iUcncc to establisll a con
spiracy of ~;Hence, and that tlle chnrges nn1l a. sertion~ that 
there wns such a conspiracy reste<l only on de1luctions that tiler~ 
muc t llaye been such a consviracy because nobody would tell 
of tlla t about which all claimed to haye no I·nowlodge, yet that 
very fact unt cmpllusizcs the Prc~iuent's unfit stnte of miud to 
net jnuicinlly in vn .. ing uvon the ap11lications of the e men to 
re~nli t .as propo eel in the bill introl1uccu by the Senator from 
MI:-::P.OUl'l. 

If these men arc innocent, ns thc~y claim and as I belie'Vc, 
what el .. e could they hnvc said or clone? \Vill some mnn plea e 
tell what woru any one of i.llcm has utter Ll or what thing nny 
otw of them has clone incon~iRtrnt with the innocence tlle:v 
assert? And y t, 1J cause they lmYc sahl nntl done pr<'cisely 
what as innocent men they F~hould hnYe •. ni<.l nnd tlouc, fm: tlla.t 
Tery 1·cason they nrc arrajgucd as guilty of conspiracy au!} 
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deno-;.incetl in terms harsh enough to ma~ifest exasperatioP be
~au"e tlley will not confirm the charges against them and 
tllerf'hV estaiJlish an excuse for the crime that has heen so 
inconf.;ideru tely commit teti against them and their rights, if 
they arc in fact innocent, as tliey claim to be. 

It would seem that we are to IJe carried bacl\: in the admin
il'trntion of jm;tice to the days wllen men and women put on 
trial for witchcraft found no ayenue of escape from punish
ment. brutality, nn<l execution, except only in confession-to 
the <lays whPn if a man but stood mute he was liable to be put 
to death for it. 

The President giw~s no intimation, except us already in
dicntetl, that his mind hns undergone any chau~e. He wouhl 
therefore IJecome judge of the worthiness of these men to re
culif't if we ~lloultl vuss tile bill introdnccu by the Senntor 
from ;;\lis;.;;ouri, firmly vos~es. ell of the conviclion that very few, 
if any of them, were free from guilt. In other word!'~, practically 
en'IT man of the battalion would have to proYe his innocmce 
lwfoi·e one wlw hns oYer anu oYer again formally anti publicly 
adjudged him guilty anu tlenonnced him us guilty in the 
seycrc~t language of censure anu condemnation. 

~\nother ren~on why this duty should not be intrusted to the 
Prc~itknt i. thn t it would he impossible for him to act upon 
a 11 t hcse cu ~es in detu il, g-iving- to the testimony of each of the 
1G7 men, if all should apply to reenlist, that careful considera-
tion "·hich fair dealing would require. , 

It may be a.·snmetl thnt no one would expect him to r)erson
nlJy examine the te.timony in each case and pass judgment ns 
the hill contemvlates. lle woulc.l of necessity ha>e to call some 
one to hifo; assi:-:hmce to examine the te timony and ad>ise him, 
but wl10 woulu that be? Possibly the Secretary of 'Vnr, who 
ha expressed hi~ ngrccmcut witll the President in all he h!J.S 
Raid nnd done in the whole matter, and in eYery other matter. 
[Laughter.] But he, too, is a busy mau, anu would doubtless 
rec1uire the Ilelp of a suitable snbonlinnte, anti thus in all 
prohniJility General Garlington, as the Inspector-General of 
the .\rmy, and one of the officers who made a special in
Testiga tion, wouJU again come to the front, anti to know his 
unfitness for such a dnty we Iluve but to recall that he testi
fied before the Committee on Uilitary Affairs that he would 
not IJelieT"e anything anyone of these soldiers might say ahou t 
thi, matter, eYen under oath, unless corroborated in some satis
factory way. 

But if none of tilese f:bould be caned upon to assist the 
President, then flomeiJolly else-nobody knows who-would be
come the judicial uchil'er, to the sati faction of whose whim 
the men would have to rn·ove their innocence. 

...loreoYer, how wonlti such a proceetiing be COJHlucte<l? Wonld 
it IJe public or priYntc? It is a. com;titntionnl right of the mo8t 
important cilaracter that all trinls upon indictments in...-olYin~ 
criminal charge~ and convictions shall be public, to the enu that 
the pul>lic may see to it. tllrongh the power of public sentiment, 
that no man shall be unfnirly condemned. This trial woul<luot 
be within the letter, lwt it \Youhl be within the spirit of tile Con
• titution, for these men nrc not now . oldiers to be dealt with 
nrhitrnrilv but plnin American citizens, inn~ tell with all tile 
rightA of ·citizenship, who are seeking not only a restoration of 
their good names, bnt also of vnluaiJic property rights, to all of 
which they nrc confe. Redly entitled. if not found guilty of 
crime. They shonl<l not be dealt with, therefore, in the uark, 
a though a lot of C"hattels, for that day for tile American neg-ro 
lm foren'r pnH!-'ed, but as American citizens, entitled to the 
same rights white men woulti hnye under the F:amc conditions. 

In f'O far ns we are to he governPti by the fact that they were 
soldiers and may be ·oltiier~ again, we ::-:bonhl remember, a 

cr tar:l Taft .. niti of tbc wilite :oldiers who Rhot Ul) tile 
town of ·Atilen!'l, Ohio, that tlley are, in a sen c, the wards of 
the (loyernment, nnd for tllat rca. on entitled, under snch cir
cmu .. ·tauce!'l, to the prot ction of the Government in all their 
legal rights. ...\nd if we are to be further reminded, as \Ye 
hn r h('Cn, that the President is the Commander in Chief of the 
.Army, it is a snmcient answPr that, while that is true, yet also 
it is true that he U.oc. not create the Army. It is not for him 
to ~ay who shall enlist or reenlist. All that belongs to Congres~. 

In short, ther is no excuse whatever for such a bill. 'l'o 
pa.·~ it woulu be but pretemlin~ to grant relief, for manifestly, 
unle:-:.· tllere has been n lll•dded change of mind, practically 
none would follow. 

Our action would bnt add insult to injury. It woulu be 
witilout pr('ccdcnt, for it may be safely a serted that never 
h fore in the hi. tory of ciyilizntion Ilas a legislative body 
been invited to require men accused of crime to proYe their 
imln<· •nee before a llo 'tile juuge who has already adjudged 
them ~uilty; and never before btL' there been a suggestion that 
any man worthy to sit in judgment upon the rights of his 

countrymen would accept such a duty if assigned him, if con
scious of having the slig-htest prejudice against the accu:'led. 

By wilat right does the Henator from ... liR onri nsf!ume that 
the President is capable of snell a manifest impropriety? 

The Yile t horse thief, the mo, t dangerou. burglar, or the 
hloo1liest murderer wonlti not be rer1nireti either to prove his 
innocence or to submit to a trial before a judge who had in 
even the most cnsual wuy expres:;ed the ovinion that the de
fendant was guilty. 

l'uch a performance would be juslly denounced ns a denial 
of one of the moRt sacred rights of cii.izenshil> and a lasting 
tiisgrnce to tile judge who 11 rpetrated it. 

Who arc the. e men that it should be even sugge tc<l that they 
should be treateti worse than common criminals? 

'l'hey are at once !Joth citizens anu soluiers of the Republic. 
Aside from these cilarges, which they deny, their !Jehavior, 
botil in the Army and out of it, has justly c_ cit d the hlgh
e ·t commendation. Their recoru is without spot or blemif:h. 

They arc typical repre entati,·es of a rnec tila t lw ever IJeen 
loyal to America and American institutions; a race that has 
never raised a Ilostile hand against our country's flag; a race 
thnt Iws contributed to tile nation tens of thou~antis of brave 
defenders, not one of whom has eYer turned traitor or faltered 
in his fidelity. 

In every war in which we have permitted them to partici
J1nte they have distingui~bed tilemse1Yes for efficiency and vnlor. 
They haye shed their blood anti laiti clown their lives in the 
fierce shock of battle, ide by ide with tileir white comrades. 

'rhey are the direct and worthy successors of the brave men 
who f,; Ileroically died at Petersburg, at Wagner, and on scores 
of bloody fields that this nation might liT"e. 

Faithfully, uncomplainingly, "·ith pride and deYotion, they 
have verform(:!d all their duties and kept all their obligations. 

They a k no favors because they are negroes, but only for 
ju:->tice Llecnuse they arc men. [Applau ·e in the gnlleric .. J 

The YICI'J-PRESIDF~ ·'l'. The Chair must admonil'h the 
occupants of the galleries that applause is not permitted under 
the rules of the Senate. 

SPECIAL MESSAGE FRO:ll THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The VICE-PRESIDEXT laid before t11e Senate the following 
me. sage from the Pre iuent of the United States, which was 
rend, referred to the Committee on Naval A1Iairs, and ordered 
to be printed: 
To tlw Senate ancl Ilouso of J1cp1·cscntativcs: 

Let me again urge u}lon the Congress the need of providing 
for four battle shivs of tile bc~t and most advanrC(l ty11e at this 
sel'sion. Prior to the recent Hague Conference it lmcl been my 
hope that an agreement could be reached between the different 
n:ttions to limit the increase of naval armaments, and especially 
to limit the size of war ships. Under these circum tances I felt 
that the con truction of one battle ship a year would keep our 
~-a vy up to its then posith·e and relative strength. But actual 
e ·pprience showell not merely that it was imvossible to obtain 
~neb an agreement for the limitation of armament among the 
vnriou. leading power~, but that there was no likelihood what
ever of obtaining it in the future within any reasonable time. 
Coincidently with this discovery occurred a radical change 
in tbc building of battle shii)S among the great military na
tions-a change in accordanc with which the most modern 
battle ships have been or are being constructed, of a size and 
armament which douj)les, or more proiJably trebles, their effect
in.'n<'ss.'i· Every other great n:nal nation Ilas or is bUilding a-r
numiJer of ship of this kind; we haYe providcu for but two, 
and therefore tlle balance of power is now inclining against us. 
Under these conditions, to provide for but one or two battle ships 
a year i' to provide that this nation, instead of ad\'ancing, sl1all 
go backward in na Yal rank and rcla tiye power among the 
great nations. Such a course would be unwi e for us if we 
frontetl merely on one ocean, and it is doubly unwise when we 
front on two oceans. As Chief E:xecuUve of tile ... Tn tion, anti as 
Commantler in Chief of tile Navy, there is imposed upon me the 
solemn responsibility of adYising tile Cougrc s of the measures 
vitally necessary to secure the peace and welfare of the Republic 
in the eyent of international complications which are even 
remotely possible. IIaYing in view this solemn responsibility, 
I carne. tly advise that the ongress now vrovidc four battle 
ship. of tlle most adyancctl type. I can not too emphatically 
E:ay that this is a measure of peace anclnot of war. I cn.n con-
cciY of no circumstances under wliich this Republic woum 
cnt r into an aggre sive wnr; most certainly, under no circum
stance woulu it enter into an aggr<'!:Sive war to cxtcml its ter
ritory or in any other manner seek material a~grandizement. 
I adyocnte that the United States build a navy commensurate 
with its power s and its nee,ls, been use I feel that such a navy 
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wlll I1e the sm·c ·t guaranty and safeguard of pence. \\ ... e arc 
not a military ~ 'ntiou. Our Army is so small as to present 
an allllof't alJ;ourd con trnst to our siz , an<l is provcrly treated 
ns little more than a nuelm:s for organization iu case of serious 
wnr. Yet \';c arc a rlc:ll .~. 'ation, and um1efcndc<l ·wealth inYites 
Of!'gre~sion. 'rbc Yery Iihcrt:.v of in1liYldual speech and action 
which we so vrize and guard, renders it vossible ilint at tirnes 
unexpectecl cau.:cs of friction with foreign !)Owcrs may sutl
clenly dcYelC!p. ~ t tl1i moment we arc negotiating arbitration 
trcntic · with all the other grcnt powers that nrc wllling to 
<'llt~r .i.nto tlleru. 'l'liCse arbitration trcalics lln.Yc a special llSC
fulnes~·. !Jecau~c in the eYent of some snudcn disagreement they 
render ·lt morally incvm!Jcnt upon both nations to seck fir. t 
to reach an agreement through arbitration, auu at least fi('"'Ul'e 
n !Jrmthing ·puce dt!rin~ wllicll the cool jmlgment of the two 
1mtious inrolvctl mn.y get the upper llanll orcr any momentary 
hnrst of auger. 'IlleFe arbitration treatir:-; nre C'nterccl into not 
only with the hope of prm·ontin~ wrongdoing hy others against 
us, but also ns n proof tllat W\3 l.ulYC uo intention of uoing wrong 
oursch-es. 

Yet -it is i<lle to assume, and from the stund.point of nntionnl 
interest nnd. honor it is mischievous folly for any statesman to 
n~sumc, that tbis worlu has yet rcaclled the stn""e, or has come 
witllin measmalJlc distance of the stage, when a proud. nation, 
jealou .. of its honor nml consclon' of its great mb ion in tile 
worlu, can be content to rely for peace upon the :forbearance of 
other powers. It 'voul1l 1Je equally foolish to rely upon each of 
th Ill possc!:!sing at nll times and und.er nll circumstances nnu 
pro1ocntions an altrui~tic regard for the right · of others. 
Those wllo hohl tllis view nrc blind iiHleed to all that bas gone 
on before tl10ir eyes in the world at Iarg•. 'l'lH~y are !Jliutl to 
wbnt lms lmppenNl in China, in Turkey, in tho Rpani h posscs
r.ion~, in Central nnd South Africa, dnrlug tbe lnst dozen years. 
For ~nturie 'lllna lm::; cultiyntcu tile very .:pirit wbicll our 
own vence-at-an~·-pri<.:c men wisll thi:'l country to uc1opt. For 
centuries Cllina bus refu~ed to vroYi<lc militnr.· forces and. lias 
tr£:>atca the cnrcer of the soldier a~ inferior in honor nnd. re
~ard to the career of the merchant or of tlle man of letter~. 
There ncYer has been so large ::t!l empire which for so long n 
time has so r£:>solutely IJrocccde<l on the theory of <loin" away 
with what i~ callell "militarism." "·hctllcr the result has been 
l!nppy in internnl affairs I need not <li~cnss; nll the nd-rnncc<l 
reformers nml fnr·f:i~hte<l patriots in Ute 'hin£:>. c Empire arc at 
present sc~king (I muy add, with our hrarty good Ydll) for n 
rn<.lica1 anrl far-reachin;; reform in internal nff: irf;. In e_·tcrn:ll 
af airs the policy llns re ·u1te1l in various other nations now 
holcling large portions of Clllnesc territory, wllile there is n very 
acute fear in China le~ t tlle empire, 1Jeca use of its dcfens le.~ '
ness, be exposetl to ubsolnte uismcmbcrment, nncl its wellwi.·h
er~ nrc able to help it onl~· in u small measure, because no 11:1-
tion enn llelp nny other unles~ tllnt oth£'r can help itself'. 

The • tate Department is continually nppcnleu to to interfere 
on behalf of peoples and nationnlitic. who insist that tlwy arc 
cmtrering from opprc~sion; now Jews in one country, now Chris
tians in r.nothcr; 11oy,· !J!ncl~ mrn saiu to be opprcssc1l by white 
men in .Urien. Armenian~. Korean , L'inn~. Poles, repre~ ntn
th·es of all appeal at times to this GO\-crnmcnt. All of tlli.• op· 
prc"'sion i .. nllegNl to c.-ist in time of l)rofound peace, nml fre
quently, altllou~h by 110 ru ans always, it is nllc(l'cd to occnr at 
th llalH1S of people wllo arc not ' <'ry formidable in a milil:lr ' 
scm:c. In some cnscs the nccusntion:; of oppre ion and wron;;
uoin;:; nrc doubtles. ill fountled. In others they arc well 
foun(lcd anJ in <'"rtain cases the r .. 10st appalling los: of life i..: 
sltown t~ huYe occmTci, nccompanieil with frightful cruelty. It 
is not our province to dt'Cide which slue hn ucen rigllt un.l 
which llns b en wrong in ull or unv of these controver ies. I 
am merely referri11g to the lo~s of life. It is probably a con
scrYnti' c statement to ~ay thn.t within the last twelve yenrs. nt 
11 rlou. of profounu peace and not as th re.·ult of war, mn sn
crcs nn<l lmtcheries have occurred in which more li1es of men, 
women, awl cllildren LaYc 1Jron lo._t thun in nny ::;inglc grcnt "·nr 
f!lncc tile cloF.c of the rTapoleonic struggle~. To nny public. mnn 
who h1ows of the compl~lints contim~nlly maue to the State I>e
pnrtmcnt tiler" is fill element of ~rim u·age<ly in the clnim 
that the time has gone by wllen weak nations or peoples can bt: 
oppressed by tlwse tllnt nP strongN' without arousing ITective 
vrotC'st from other trong interest . Events still fresh in the 
mim1 of Yery i.hinking mnn show tllat neitller arbitration nor 
anv otller uevicc cnn as -. t l>c in>okcd to preYcnt tlw ~ra Ycst 
nn(t mo~:;t tcrri!Jlc wr<m~tloing to peopl s who nrc C'ithcr few in 
numbers or who, if numcrnu.~, lmxe lost the first an(l most im-
1 ortant of nationnl Yirh:cs -the capacity of . •lf-defl.'n · . 

\\.h n a. nation is o llallllily ~ltunt 11 a. ls oms-ihat iF.t, wbc 
it lw.s no rtw.l. on to f nr or to be f a re<1 h~· its lan<l neighiJoi -
tile tlcct i all tllc more nccct:.::ary for the pr ~er ·ation of p ac . 

Great Britain has bec11 snYe(l hy its tlert from the necc sity of 
fnc:in<Y one of the two altcrnati,·cs of submission to couqnest 1Jy 
n foreign power, or of itself becoming u gren t military vower. 
The United Stutes can h011e for n pcrmnneJlt carC'er of pc.ac"' on 
only one conuition, anu tlln t is on condition of IJnihling nnu 
maintaining n. first-cln~s nnry; nnd thP st<'p to IJc taken townrd. 
this cud at tllis time is to lH'OYi<.le for the building of four :lddi
tional battle shiJlS. I em·uestly wish tllnt the Congru;s would 
pass tl)c mensures for whic·h I lla \'C n.·k l for drengtllcning nnd 
rend .ring more eili<.:iL•nt the Army as well as the J. ·ayy; a 11 of 
tho. e mPasures as affecting e-very !Jraneh UIHl det;til of hotll serv
ices nrc ·orely necuC(l, nnd it wouhl be the 11art of farsi;;llted 
wi ·dom to enact tbem all into laws; !Jut the lllO~t vital aml im
nwdintc nectl is thnt of tlle four lJnttlc Fhips. 

'l'o curry out this pollcy is but to act in tlle ~pirit of George 
Washington; is !Jut to eontinu<' tlle volicies which he outlined 
'"llen he said, "O!Jsrnc good fa itll and justico toward all nn
lion._. 'ulti\·ntc vcncc null hnrmrJny with all. • * * ...... oth· 
in~ is more essential tl!nn tllat permanent, inveterate ulltipa
tl!ies against particular IW tions and Jlfi ... ion ate attncllmcuts for 
othc-rs Hhould be excluded, mHl tllnt in plnce of them ju~t nnu 
amicable feelings townnl all should he cu1tiYnt('(1. * * 

"I cnn not rc<:ommeml to your notice mensnrcs for the fulfill
lll<'nt or our dutiPs to the rest of H.te worlu without ngnin Jlrf's.
in~ upon you fL.~ ncccc:. ity of Jllacin" ourseln's in :1. condition 
or complete !l<'frnRc ntHl of exacting from them the fulfillment 
of tllcir uutics tomutl us. 'llle Unite<l States ought not to in
dulge n persuasion thn t, contrary to the order of human cvc:nts, 
thC'y will forc-rer keep nt n distance tllMe painful appeals to 
nrmf'l with whi<'h the history of eY<'ry otl!rr nntion abound~. 
'l'Iwrc is a I1ml- due to the U1lit<•<l ,_ tat('S n111oug nations which 
\\ill b withheld, if not n!Jsolntf'ly l1)st, by the reputation o.t 
weaknc. s. If we desire to n>ohl insult, we must !Je able to repel 
it; if we desire to sccnre peace, one of the ~ :t powerful in· 
strnments of our rLing pro ·pcri1.y, it must be known that we 
nrc at all times rcndy for war." 

THEODORE IlOOSEIELT. 
Trr.c \\ ... rriT.c IIousE, "LifWil 1-f, 1908. 
Mr. IL\I.JEl. I rnovc that the Sennte ndjourn. 
The motion wns ngre('(l to, nnl1 (at 3 o'clock nnd 1S minutes 

p.m.) tlle Senate ndjomne<l until to-morrow, Voonesd.ay, April 
15, 1!JOS, at 12 o'cloc.:k meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESE TTA'l'IVES. 

TUESDAY, April 14, 1908. 
[Continuatirm of the lcuislatiro day of Molldav, April 6, 1908.] 

'l'he reccf::s Ln. \'ing c.·pireu, tile House, at 11.30 u. m., was 
called to ord.er b~· the Speaker. 

NAYAL AI'PP.OPRIATIO~ DILT •• 

Tb ~PE.\rEn. ~Tll qnestiou is on the motion of the gen
tleman from Illinoi~, tlJnt tl.J IIou c rc. oln'! itself into Co!nmit
te of tllc "·llolc lion~ oa the tntc of tlic "Guion for the f ur
thN' consid.crntion of the nnYnl nppro]•riatlon hill. 

'l'hc quc::::tion was inl·cn, nm1 on n di\·ision ( tlcmnndcd hy :\Jr. 
'\YJLT.I ::'\rs) th<>rc wer '-n:re~ GO, nncs ~(i . 

Mr. '\YILLIAM. ' . 1\fr . • :vrnl-cr, I <·nll for th yens and 11n.y • 
1\rr. P.AYr'H I mnlw the point that there i no quorum . 
~Ir. VILT,TAUR. :.\Jr. Speal~cr, I mal-e the llOint of order 

that the gcntlcmnn·s point of no quornm is dilatory. [L:lughtcr. ) 
1'!11! SPI-•. \KEH. The J.Clint of orucr i~ not stl ·taincd. 

[Lnugllter.] The Doorl·e IJCr will clo e th door~. the I<.Jer
;;mut a.t-.\rms will notify ahscnt l\fember., nwl nll tho~e in fu
YOr of the motion, wllcn th 'ir names nrc cnlle11, will nn!':wer 
•· yen," and. those Ol)l)()Setl will an. wer "nny,·• mul tllo:::e pre...:~nt 
will answer "prl'sent," autl tllC 'Jerk will call the roll. 

Tllc question wns taken, anu there were-yeas 227, nays 5, 
an~wcred "present" 10, not voting 1:1!1, us follo,rs : 

Aclnlr 
Aclnmson 
Al!•:xnndcr, Mo. 
Allen 
Aml'S 
Authony 
r\ lthrook 
Bnl'Lholdt 
Bnrtlct t, Gu. 
B IC'S 
Hcull, Tex. 
Hell, lin. 
l~f'nn t t. Ky. 
HinlMll 

~;~:~l~r 
1'11\Y 'I 
lJrantlcy 

Droclhenll 
llurkc 
l:urlei~h 
Hnrlc.'lon 
llnrnctt 
llurton, Del. 
:Untl r 
Hyrcl 
Cnlllwell 
( ' mplwll 
Cuu<llcr 
('apron 
<'nrtPr 
<':uy 
t'nnltl<'ld 
C'hnncv 
Cllatmin n 

lark, Mo. 

YEAS-~!!i. 

Cnckrnn 
Cocks .• •. Y. 
Cook. Colo. 
Cooper. '1'<'1::. 
CoopC't'. Wi . 
Cos:. Ind. 
Ct·nl.:.: 
{'t·n \'l'IHI 
Crmnvncker 
'urrict• 

Cushman 
nalzt·ll 
I>n>i •• •'llnn. 
Dawson 
ll Armond 
nonn•r 
DJcokt•ma 
D ixon 

Dou~Ias 
I>rntler 
1)1'1 1'011 
J lwh!ht 
Ell<-rlH' 
J:lli , ~ ro. 
};IIIR, Ore~. 
En_glcbright 
Esch 
Fnirchlld 
Fl'l'rl· 
l•'inlcy 
Flood 
1 loyc.l 
Foflfl 
Fm~tcr, Ill. 
F oster, I nd. 
F oster, Vt. 
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Foulkrod 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Galnc , W. T'a. 
Gardner, l\lich. 
Gal'llucr, ~. J. 
Garner 
Gnrr •tt 
Gllhnms 
Glllctt 
Godwin 
Gochel 
Grall: 
Gran~er 
Gr enc 
Greg-g 
Jlack tt 
Hackney 
Hale 
Hamilton, 1\.Iich. 
II rdwlck 

li:r~fns 
Hnu~en 
Hawley 
Hayes 
IIe1lln 
Helm 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
II!gg-ID 
Hinshaw 
Holll<lay 
Houston 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
IIubbnrd, Iowa 

An berry 
IIay 

Alexnndc>r, N. Y. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
nrownlow 
Clayton 

Hubbnrdt.)V. Va. McMillan 
llughes, .N.J. Macon 
Hull, Iowa Madden 
Hull, Tenn. Madison 
Humphrey, Wash. Mann 
Humphreys, Miss. Marshall 
.James, Ollie .I. l\liller 
.Tohn.on, S.C. :Moore, Pn. 
Jones, \Vash. Moore, Tex. 
Knhn l\Iorse 
Keifer ?Judd 
Kt'llher Murphy 
Kcnnerl:v. Iowa Needham 
KC'nncdy, Ohio Nelson 
J.~ltchin, Claude Norris 
Knnpp Nyc 
Knowland O'Connell 
Kilstcrmann Olcott 
Lnmnr, 1\Io. Padgett 
Landis Pa~c 
Laning Parker, N.J. 
Lassi t •r !'arsons 
Lawrence Payne 
Leake Perkins 
Lewis Porter 
Lindbergh Pray 
Littlefield nauch 
Livingston Het•der 
Long-worth Reid 
Loud Reynolds 
Loudenslager llhinock 
Lo-vering • llicbnrdson 
Lowden Hoblnson 
McCall ltodenbcrg 
1\IcCrcnry Hot11crmcl 
McGavin llucker 
Mcf;uire Hussell, Mo. 
McKinley, Ill. nus. ell, 'l.'ex. 
1\.IcLaughlln, 1\.Iich.Sabath 

NAYS-G. 
Hobson Jones, T'a. 

AX WEllED "PllESE~T "-1(}, 
Cousins Grla-trs 
Fa .. ett .Jenkins 
Gordon Langley 
Goulden McDermott 

NOT VOTL. TG-13!>. 
AchC!lOn Durey Kimball 
Aiken Edwards, Ga. Kinkaid 
Andrus I·~dward ·, Ky. Klpp 
nannon Favrot Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Darrhfeld Fitz~ernld Knopf 
Barclay Focht La.fean 
Hartlctt, Nev. Fordncy Lamar, Fla. 
Deale, Pa. I•'ornes Lamb 
Hc<le Fowler Law 
JHnJ;:hnm Gaine • Tenn. Lee 
Boutell Gardner, Mass. Legare 
lloyd Olll Lenahan 
Bradley Gillespie Lever 
BI·ouRsnrd Gln, . IJilley 
Brumm Goldfogle Lind!lay 
Jlrun<lldge Graham JIJ.IOol!lmd nr 
Burge. s Gronna ... 
Burton, Ohio llag-;ott McHenry 
Calder Hall ::\IcKinlay, Cal. 
Caldf'rhead IIamJ!l l\tcK.inney 
Carlin Hamilton, Iowa l\IcLachlnn, Cal. 
Clnrl·, Fla. IInmlin McLain 
Cole Hammond :Mc)Iorran 
Conner Hnrdlng Malhy 
Cook. Pa. Harri on May-nard 
COOJI •r, Pa. IIenl.lurn Mon<lcll 
Coudn•y Hill, Conn. Moon, Pa. 
Crawford Hill, Miss. Mou;;er 
Darragh Hitchcock Murdock 
Davenport g~~ard ~J~s~~J 
B~:f~s~a. Hughes, w. Va. o.-erstrect 
Dawes :rack on Parker, S.Dak. 
Denby .Tames, Addison D.Patterson 
Dun" ell Johnson, Ky. Pearre 

~ o the motion wns agreed to. 
TllC Clerk announced the following pairs : 
For the scs ion : 
.... Ir. KNOPF with Mr. WEISSE. 
Mr. BENNET of ... ~ew York with .Mr. FORNES. 
Mr. BRADLEY with ~lr. GOL""LDE~. 
Mr. SIJF.RMAN with • Ir. HIORDAN. 
Mr. llOUTELL with l\Ir. GRIGGS. 
Until further notice: 
Ur. LANGLEY with ~Ir. ITA II.IN. 
1\Ir. ALE.~A.-DF:R of A Tew York with ~Ir. RYAN. 
Mr. "\VIIEELER with • Ir. DAvE~ PORT. 
Mr. JENKINs with :\lr. CLARK of L'lorida. 
Mr. Cousr .. ·s with l\Ir. lloWARD. 
1\Ir. BINGHAM with :\fr. DAVEY of Louisiana. 
Mr. ADDISON D. JAMES with 1\Ir. KU!DALL. 
1\Ir. POLLAnD witll Mr. LEYER. 
.... Ir. BA.llCIIFF~D with l\Ir. LINDSAY. 
• Jr. RonEnTs with l\lr. BnoussARD. 
1\lr. fuaaoTT Willi .1\Ir. "\VILLIAM "\V. KITCIIIN. 
1\Ir. l\IcJrrNA EY With 1\Ir. PATTERSON. 

Scott 
~hepl)Urd 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Small 
Smith, Iown 
Smith, Mich. 
Hmith, Tex. 
1-lprrry 
Rpl~ht 
~Halford 
Hteenerson 
~Herling 
Rlurglss 
Sullowo.y 
'l'albott 
'Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
'l'histlewood 
'l'homus, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Tou Velie 
Townsend 
Volstead 
·wangcr 
'Yashburn 
\Vatson 
Wlllett 
'Villiams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, Po.. 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 

Peters 

Moon, Tenn. 
Shackleford 
Sherman 
Sparkman 

Pollard 
Pou 
Powers 
Pmtt 
l'rlnce 
Pujo 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Riordan 
ltoberts 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mo. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
.'tanlC'y 
H tcpbens, Tex. 
S te.-ens, Minn. 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Aln. 
Underwood 
VrcC'Iand 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Webb 
'V<'Cks 
'Vcems 
'VI'isse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Wolf 

1\Ir. Fo TER of Vermont with 1\Ir. Pou. 
1\Ir. COUDREY With l\Ir. EDWARDS of Georgia. 
1\Ir. ACHESON with l\Ir. LAMAR of Florida. 
Mr. HCFF with ~Jr. SULZER. 
For this dny : 
Mr. CooPER of Penn~ylYania with 1\Ir. Kn>r. 
1\Ir. SOUTIIWICK with l\fr. lVEOB. 
1\Ir. PEARRE with J.\Ir. S.\UNDERS. 
1\fr. MooN of Pennsylvania withl\Ir. PuJo. 
Mr. IIuarrEs of ·west Yirglnia with Mr. LEE. 
.1\Ir. HEPBURN With 1\fr. LAMB, 
Mr. DAWES with Mr. FAYROT. 
Mr. BEDE with 1\Ir. SnACKLEFORD. 
l\fr. PRINCE witll 1\fr. GLASS. 
1\lr. POWERS with 1\Ir. rRATT. 
1\fr. FASSETT with 1\Ir. BARTLETT of 1\eya.da. 
l\lr. llARDINa with Mr. CLAYTo.~. 
1\Ir. ANDRUS with 1\Ir. AIKEN. 
Mr. BANNON with Mr. llRu ... -DIDCE. 
1\lr. BARCLAY with Mr. BURGESS. 
Mr. BEALE of rcnnsJ·lnmia. with ~Ir. CARLIN. 
1\lr. BRUMM with Mr. CRAWFORD. 
J\Ir. BURTO~ With 1\Ir. Ii'ITZGERALD. 
1\lr. CALDER with .l\Ir. GILL. 
1\Ir. 0ALDERHEAD with 1\Ir. GILLESPIE. 
1\lr. COLE with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
l\Ir. CONNER with 1\Ir. IL\MILL. 
Mr. DARRAGII with ~Jr. HAMILTON of Iowa. 
1\Ir. DAVIDSON With .l\Ir. HAMMOND. 
l\lr. DuN-WELL with 1\Ir. HARRISON. 
1\Ir. FocnT with 1\Ir. HILL of ~1Lsissippi. 
1\Ir. GRA.IIAM with ~Ir. HrTcncocK. 
1\Ir. GRONNA with .1\Ir • .JOIINSON of Kentucky. 
1\Ir. lliLL of Connecticut with l\lr. LEGARE, 
Mr . .JACKSO~ with 1\Ir. LENAHAN. 
Mr. L.AFE.A.N with 1\Ir. LLOYD. 
1\Ir. LAW with 1\lr. 1\lcllENRY. 
Mr. 1\IcKI LAY of California with 1\Ir. 1\IcLAIN. 
1\Ir . .1\ICLAL'OllLIN of 1\Iichigan with 1\Ir. NICHOLLS. 
Mr. 1\lALBY with 1\Ir. RAINEY. 
Mr. l\lc::.\IoRRAN with 1\Ir. RA.-DELL of Texas. 
1\Ir. OLMSTED with l\Ir. U.-U(SDELL of Louisiana. 
1\lr. PARKER of South Dakota with Ir. S:.\IITII of Missouri. 
Mr. SMITn of California with 1\Ir. STA. ~LEY. 
Mr. SNAPP With Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
l\lr. STEVE.-s of l\Iinne ota. Willi l\fr. UNDERWOOD. 
1\Ir. VRF.EL.A.ND with l\lr. 'y ATKINS. 
l\lr. WALDO with 1\Ir, WALLACE. 
l\Ir. WEEKS with 1\Ir. WoLF. 
On this vote: 
l\lr. WEEMS with l\fr. WILEY, 
Until 'Vedncsday : 
l\Ir. BROWNLOW with l\Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. 
For one week : 
Mr. OVERSTREET with l\lr. MOON of Tennessee. 
The re. ult of the vote wns announced as above recorded. 
The doors were opened. Accordingly the llouse resolved itself 

into i.hc Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of i.he bill II. n. 20471, 
the naval appropriation bill, with l\Ir. MANN in the chair. 

The CILUR~IAN. Without objection the Clerk will report 
the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read a.s fo1lows: 
On pnge 3:>, lines 7 and 8, strike out "$100,000." 
l\fr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I wa.nt to make a. point 

here, if the Chair will permit me. The Chair said, ""\Vithout 
objection the Clerk will report i.he pending amen<.Iment.'' The 
Clerk then immedia.tely proceeded to report it. I did not care 
to object in this particular case, but I think it would be better 
always to leaYe an 011portunity for an objection, instead of 
immediately proceeding to report. The Chair ne,·er did put 
the question to the committee as to whether the committee 
woulu or would not object. 

The CIIAIR:\lAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia [l\Ir . .TONES.] 

l\Ir. CRU::\IPA..CKER. l\Ir. Chairman, I am not saUs.fie<l with 
the way this proposition is vresenteu to the committee for con
~ideration. \Vhen the IIou:c was considering the fortification 
bill, I \vas led to belieye tha.t the contest between Subic Bay 
a.nd l\Ianila Bay, respecting which should be created a nayal 
base in the Orient, had been finally and definitely determineu; 
that Sublc llay had been abandoned for that purpose, anu tha.t 
1\laniln. llny had been settled upon. Now, the cllai.rman of the 
Committee on Naval .Affairs 11ra.ctically states to the House 
that it is the purpose, as I interpret his remarks, · of that com-
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mittec to appropriate money so thn.t Subic Bay may be created 
a p rmancnt na Ynl base, and he surn>1ies the IIousc with ar~u
ments cnlcnlatecl to justify that conclusion. Ile makes the 
statement tllat Subic Bay is the only proper place for a na>al 
L>n~e in the l'llilivpinc Archipelago. It SN'lllS that the naYal 
experts inf:iRt that Suuic Bay should be adopt t1 because it llas 
the wa t<'r, it huH tllc better front, and the .Army <'Xl)erts in. ist 
tllat :\Iauila Hay sllonltl be m:H1e a na>al base, because it can 
be rn·ot<'ctcll from the rear. 'l'lle result is tllat the .l ~:n·y i 
pr ceeding to impro,·c Subic Bay, untl the 'Yur Dermrtment is 
pro<:ceding to illllH'OYC ~1ani1a Bay. It will oC cour~e inedtnhly 
result in the establi~lunent of two naYal ba es in the Phi1iv
vinc Islanclt', only nbout GO miles npart. Until this question 
is finally settled I do not belie>e the Administration ought to 
nsl.: ougre~R for nny monE'y to e.·pen(l in the establishm nt of a 
naYal L>ase in the Philippine . 'Ye ou~ht to know wh<'l'C the 
monC'y is going,' at Je:1st we ougllt to haYe the matter finally 
<1etermine<l. 'l'llis controYer~y between the Arms and tlle ... ~a YY 
lla · !Jeeu going on for ::.ix or eigllt years. We llaYc llad it up 
mu1 <liscn:-:~cd it on tllc consi<lcra tion of eyery na ntl n ppro
priation bill for tiJ • la t 1he or sLx years to my po it.iYe recol
Je<:tion. It seems to me the time llas come when we ought to 
I·now, we ong;llt to he informed as to what lla · been done in 
relation to tile establislnnent of a na,all>nse in tllc Philipvine 
Arcllivelngo. I <.1o not belicYc tllc Congress is ready to apvro
priate for two naYal hnser-> there, and if Ute appropriation tnHlC'r 
consideration i to be u ·ed for the esta!Jlisbment of a uaYal 
l.m:<:c in Subic llnv it Heems to me that it ou'"'ht to be Yote<.l out 
of tlle bill until ibis question is finaDy and conclusiyely deter
ruined. 

~Ir. HOBRO. ~. I woul<l like to nsk the ~cntleman if he re
gard.:< an appropriation of fifty thou an<l aml od<l dolhn·H for 
Ca Yite and .;100,000 for Subic Bay as sufficient to esta!Jlisll the 
ml>al ba~e auywllerc. 

~Ir. Hr:'IIPACKEH. It depends upon wllat the appropria
tion is to be u:c:l for. I am intervrcting this UPlH'Ol)l'iation in 
tile light of the remark of the gentleman from lllinoi: [:\Ir. 
Fo ·s], wllo i' chairman of the Committee on .rra>al Affairs. I 
mH1l'r.:;tnml from tile ~'P<'ech be made s sterlla:r that ns fnr as 
his influence go' • the money "·ill be used toward estal>lishing 
a J)ermanC'nt nayal lm. at Rubie Bay. lie furni~hed argumC'nh; 
tilat ~ emed to <:onviuce himself- that Sul>ic Bay was the only 
eli~ibl<' IWint for n ]lermanent nayal base in the archipelago. 

l\[r. IIOUSO. . I '"ill put the question in this way: In case 
Rubie Bay wns adopt u n. n naval bu. e, would the g ntleman 
recommend the auamlonment of the naval station tllat exists 
at Ca Yite, and 'yonl<l he rC'coumlcn<l le~n·ing out the moue t np
propriation carrie<l in this bill to maintain that third-class sta
tion in an efli<:ient condition? 

Mr. Rt :\IPACKEH. I only got a portion of the gentleman's 
que. tion, but I un<lerstand that it is tllC' policy of the "\Vnr De
partment to fortify mHl protect Subic Bay to preYent n lwstile 
fi t from finding lodgment and a ha>en of safety there. I un
d r tand that i · tlle policy of tllC' War ne1mrtment, and the 
Committee on Appropriations r cently inform<'ll tile IIou. c nnd 
tile country tllnt tlle place llnd L>een finnlly det(>orruineu upon by 
tlle Department. If tlle vurvose of this UJ)lH'Ol>riation i to 
carry out that poli<:y I have no criticism to make of it at all, 
but if it i · to carry out a policy of el-ltabli.·hing a p rmnnent 
naval haf'e at Subic Tiny an<l we are to llnve another permanent 
nayal ba. e nt l\Ianiht Buy, then I am ovvo~·ed to tile apvropria
tion. 

~lr. P~\Y. TE. l\Ir. Ilairmnn, I woul1l lik<:' to ask the genU -
man a que. tion. I would like to ask llim wh tiler he could not 
offer au nme!Hlment t , .. ting the Fense of the IIouRe upon that 
provosition hy putting a pro>i. o after this am)roprintion that 
none of tl! money wns to he expmde<l for the estnblisilment of 
n llC'rmm!ent ltaYnl h:tF . nt Subic Bay, or Olongapo, U.' it L 
term <l in tlw hill. It ~eem, to me that Congress ought to es
tabli:-:h wh<'r.. the nantl station is to he. 

• Ir. CHl~:\lP.\CKEH. • Ir. ('lwinuan, acting upon the :;;ugge -
tion of the gC!ltlt'man from ~ · w York, I pro1>ose to offer an 
amendment to th<' hill. 

The IL\IIDL\. ~. 'l'he time of the gentleman has cxpirctl. 
:llr. CHl':.\Il'.\CI-EH. I a k to haye my time extendrd to 

offer thiH nmc:Hlnwut. 
The CILUIDLL T. Th<' gentleman from Indiana asks unani

mous con. ent to ~vcak for fiye minutes additional. Is tilere 
obj ction'! r. \ftrr n pa nFe.] Tile Clla ir h ar none. 

:\Ir. Rr:'IIP.\ 'YEH. I offer tbi amendment, wilich I wi h 
the Jerk woul<l. take, a. I have not hall time to r duce it to 
writing: 

Proritlecl, That no part of the appropriation cal'l'icd in this paragraph 
~:~bnll l>e u ed for the e tabU bment of a permanent naval station at 
Olongapo. 

1\Ir. LONGWORTIT. Will the gentleman yield for a que tion? 
Would it not be well to strike out the word "deYclopment" in 
connection with your amendment? 

l\Ir. UUUP.\..CKEll. \Yell, it might be; I have put the 
aiHC'ndment in as a limitation. 

'l'he CIL\IRl\IAX The Clerk will rl'port the amendment. 
The gent.ll'mnn has not stated where the amen<1ment i. to go. 

l\Ir. RU:.\IP.ACrEn. At t11e end of the para~rnph. 
Tile H.:\JR~LL T. The Chair will inform the gentleman from 

Indiana tllnt there i:;; un amendment pending. 
l\lr. CRU.:\IP.ACKEH. I did not haYe in mind that there wa 

already one amendment ])ending to the paragraph. ·when that 
iH disvosed of I will offer the amendment wllich I hayc sent to 
tlle Clerk's desk, and "Ir. Chairman--

:\[r. KEIFEIL I would like to know what the pending 
amendment i . Tlwre is so much confu.'ion--

11Ir. HU~lr .. C'KEH. Tllc 11en<ling amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Yirgiuia is to strike out the • '100,000 appropri
atea. .r~ow, th object of my amenument is to Ieaye the ques
tion as to where n permanent na yal bn~e sllall be wllere the 
joint commission llas left it. 

1\lr. MADDE~. ""'ill the g-entleman yield for a question? 
.. rr. CRU~lPACKER I think it is important to determine 

that question an<l not ~o on making appropriations at random 
on the vrinciple that if it is a deer w will hit it and if it i a 
calf we will mL · it. I think the queHtiou ought to be settled 
now. I yi<'l<1 to the gentleman from Illinois. 

1\Ir. 1\l.ADDE~. Tllc gentl uum said a moment ago he was 
anxiou. to determine wllcre the 11ermanent nayal base shall be. 
·would tile amendment ofl.'ere<l by tile gentleman determine that 
question? 

Ir. CH.Ul\IPACrER. W 11, it woul<l determine it in o far 
as this appropriation goc -as far a. we can do it in an ap
propriation bill. Tile fortification8 Ul1r>ropriation bill con
tained no ~t)ecific direction us to how the llPl1l'OI)rintion . houhl 
l>c c.' p<'mle<l. It was an appronria tion of a hllllJ) sum to be n etl 
in tllc l'hiliiJpine L landR, L>nt tile gentleman in charge of the 
hill informs us tilat the joint .. Army nnd :X:n-y hoard h:ulfiual1y
scttled uvon ~Inniln Hny ns a naYal bn~c in the i.lnnd~, but that 
a}lJH'OIH'in tions Rhould he made for tile fortification and protec
tion of Subic Bay to prevent a hostil fleet from occupying it 
and finding a harbor of r-:afety there. 

llr. ~L.\..DDE~. onld tlle gentleman yiel<l to this further 
question? 

1\lr. CRr:\IPAC'KER I will yield. 
l\lr. 1\L\DDE~. Docs tile gentleman bclie>c it is wise to de

t<'rmiue upon a place a. a verrnnuent na Ynl l>nse wilere it i im
JJOssiblc to get a ship witllin ~ miles of where the na >al base 
is c. tn l>liRbed 'l . 

1\Ir. CltU~II'A KEH. 1'hat is a question. The Committ e 
on Appropriations iuformetl the IIou. c not two weeks ago thnt 
that matter hnd hecn finally <letermin <1, and thnt the mon('y 
carried in the !Jill slloul<l he used, so far as it was u .. ed at all, 
in eHtttbliHlling a nayal bn~ at ~Innila. 

:\lr. :\IADD}<;.J, 'l'llat r luted to Army fortifications. 
1\Ir. CHUl\IPA 'FElt. It wa nnnonncc<l at that time that 

the question llad been fully an<l finally determined. .rTow, if it 
has not b en determined, if it i nu Ol) n question, is the Army 
or fortification money to b <'Xl)Cn<le<l in fortifying :\Iauil:l Bay 
in Yiew of locating tlle nnYal hase, or is the mon y carri cl in 
til lutYal bill to be xpcndE'Il in improying- ~uhic Bay with the 
Yiew of making tllat tll P<'rmnnent IUlYUl bn. e'! Som author
ity ought to d terminc which of tile.- two points hall be th 
permanent naYal baR in tllc archirwla~o. It i an imp rtant 
mutter. It ougilt to l> dctermincu now l> for any more money 
i exv nded down tllere. 

1\Ir. FORK 1\Iny I interrupt the gentleman just a moment? 
1\Ir. KEil!'EH au<l .1\Ir. 'l'A 'V ... TEY ro. . 
1\Ir. CRUl\IPA KER. I yield to the g ntleman from Illinoi 

[Mr. Foss] . 
Mr. FO. S. Will the g ntleman yield? 
Mr. CH ~fPA KEU. For what? 
1\Ir. :FORR. I wi. h to correct a misapprehension. 
1\Ir. HUllP.AC'KEll. 'l'he ~entlC'man can make n statement 

when I lmYe finish d. I am about through. 
.dr. I!' . I wi h to state something in this connection, i.f I 

can. 
The IL\..IR~IAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 

fl\lr. RUMPACKER] bas XpirN1. 
1\Ir. Ii'O . l\lr. llairmau, I wish to correct a misapprehen

sion on tile part of . ome of the 1\Icml> r · of thi Ilou e. It i 
true U1nt a joint Army anu .... Tayy uoanl lla· mnc1e a r cniU
mendation for a naYal station at l\Iauila Bay, l>ut it is not true 
that that recommen<lation has been ap11roYe<l. by the .... ~ayy 
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Department. I lla.-e ll<'re a letter from tho secretary of tho 
Gcnt•rnl Doard .. \.dmhul Dewey l>eing himself the vrc ·ident of tlw 
General Bom·o, stating: 

Admiral Dcwt•y drsirrs 1\Ir. F'oss·s attPntlon cnlled to the fact that 
whct·eus a receut rcrommcndntion of the joint hoarrl in connection 
with Subic nnu .lanila ha: been qnotcd in t'he discussion in the llou c 
on the nnYal I.Jill thi1:1 rccomrnerHl!!.tion ltns not yet l>ecn npprovc_<l. 

)Ir. TA. ·w .... TEY. 'Vill the gentleman permit a question? 
~Jr. FOf-\S. I will. 
~rr. TA "T.._ TEY. In view of that fnct, docs not the gentlcmn.n 

tilink that it ·would be fn.r more wise for us to post11one any 
n.r1proprintion lou kin~ toward the e. talJliRlnuent of !1. nu Yal lJa. e 
until the board has finally nppron~d or disapproYetl the recom
mendation of the joint ... TnYy and .i\_rmy board? 

)Jr. lt'OSS. \Ye mal,e, in this l>ill, an appropriation of f$100,000 
for Ulongnr.o and a rcar1propriation of another .;100,000, which 
we lll~licve will be nece. f:n.ry during the coming fiscal year. 

4Jr. SITEHLEY. Is it not also true that in this hill you han~ 
it~ms appropriatin ..... money for officers' quart rs antl amm~o
ment halls at Olougapo. and is it not true tllat both the gen
tleman from Illinois l Ir. Foss] ancl the gentleman from .. la
bama [~Ir. Hor:so. ] ye~terday stated ou the floor that all this 
wa looking to the making of a permanent nayn.l base n.t Olon
gapo? 

4Ir. FOSS. 'Ve hnye vnt in here an appropriation. We baye 
a!Jo11 t 1,000 marines n t: Ulongn po, and. 've lla YO made an :lPJ1ro
printion here of .;·10,000 for a little amu._eruont hall for the men, 
and. . 10,000 for oftiee>r. ·' quarter~. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Did not the gentleman yesterday state that 
it was the idea of the .l. Tn y to make of Olouga}10 a nayal base? 

l'Hr. :FOSS. I bold, " Ir. ,ilnirmnn, tlmt Congress, in 1U01, 
cstnl.Jlisile<l a nm·al station at Sullie Eay. That h:J tile vroposl
tion that I hold to. Aml I hold. to the further fact that eyery 

C(;l'Ctnry of tile .._ ~nvy <luring tile last fin•, . ix, or !'l yen years
and we have hn<l fiyc of them-h:we ·tood by tilat proposition; 
and. I hold further tilnt joint boar!l after joint board has uo
clnretl in fa Yor of Suhic llay, and I hold. further that there is 
no 11Iace in ... Ianila Bay "·here you can locate tile ury <lock. 
:And not only tlmt, but I llll. ·o the opinion of Admirn.l Dewey 
l.Limst•lf. ' 

... fr. IIEULEY. Is not the official opinion of .\dmirn.l Dc"·cy 
to tilis etTect-tilat tile alternatiye is to locate tile nn.val base 
in Manila Bay? Did he not u e that ln.ngun~c us the senior 
memlJer of the joint l.Jon.rcl, and is tilat not of as Jute ::t date 
as Jnnnnry 31, J908? 

Mr. L~oss. Admirnl Dewey has ~·n.id there is only one base 
on wilich to locntc the naval training stn.tion, but the Army bas 
said "·e can not defenu tlle na Ynl station. ·well, wilere is there 
n wwal ~ta tion any,yilere that the A.rruy has defended? 

... ·ot only that, !Jut the question iu the Philippines is not de
felll;:c by the Army. 

~lr. SHERLEY. nut as a fact, uid not--
.Mr. FO .. ;. Just one moment. The real question in the 

Philippines will !Je, ·who will defend. the .Army? II ow long 
can tile .Army stny in the Philippints if you ilaYe no COllliDnni
cation between the Pililippines antl this country? How long 
coul<l we hold the Pllilippines if it were ilOt for the Na.-y? 
\Vhy, Admiral Dewey once sa.iu in hi testimony before the 
committee thnt General Young, of the Army, tolJ him that t.hc 
Army could not stn.y in the Philippines six weeks without the 
XnYy. You talk about tho Army defending tho Navy. I say 
to yon that in Hs lnst annlysis it will be the Navy that will de
fend the Arm~·. It will be the Nn. YY that will keep our flag 
aloft in the sky oYer the Philippine Archipelago. [Loud ap
plause.] It wlll be the ..... T::t.Yy, and it will <leventl entirely upon 
the control of tho sen. That is the proposition in a nutshell 
before you in the final and last analysis. [lleneweu applause.] 

.Mr. SHETILEY. Now, will tho gentleman allow me? 
Mr. FOSS. I ~·ield to the gentleman now. 
... Ir. llEllLEY. Without discussing that question, is not 

this the fnct-thn.t Admiral Dewey, having in mind both the 
~rmy and the Navy, as senior member of the joint committee, 
formally and ofilcinlly declar d in fu.-or of Ca.vitc against 
Olon"'n.po? Thn.t can !Jo answered "yes" or "no." 
_ Tl1e CITAin L\N. The time of tho gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHETILEY. I a. k unanimous consent thn.t tile gentle
man from Illinoi mn.y llaYe five minute lon~cr. 

The CIIAllLIJ N. Is there objection? [After a pn.usc.] The 
Chair hears none. 

~Ir. SHEllLEY. I would lilw now to bayc an answer to that 
que. tion. 

Mr. FOSK Allmiral Dewey informed me that this matter 
.ha not yet heeu definitely decided. 
. 1\lr. • l:IEU.LEY. I will aslT the gentleman if Admiral Dewey 
d id not officmlly, as a. member of tile joint board, having in 

Yiew the opinions of hoth the Army and Navy, declare in fa1or 
of Cn. Yite as a[!n.inst Olongapo? If the gentleman does not 
want to answer, I will rend from his speech ye terday in 
wllit'h be puts the report. 

Mr. FOSS. The revort speak for itself. The nnYal au
thorities arc in fn.vor of Suhic Bay; the Army l1as come nlong 
nnu said, "\ Tc can not defend Suhic Bay." llnt I say to you, 
we wn.nt no def n~e from the Army for Subic Bn.y. The ... ~acy 
will ucfend its O\ln naYal hasc. "Te could put a great . hip in 
that harbor and trn.in its guns on tho hills around. \Vhat are 
~·ou nfraicl of'l Arc you afraid. of the Filipino? He is not 
ho:tile. \Vho arc we to defend it a~ainst? Is it from an in-
vading- army coming from Chin!l. or Javnn? \Yell, sir, if we 
coutrol the seas no invading army will oYer come to the Philii)
piues. Tile whole question of tllC d<'fcnr-;c of tile Pllilippincs is 
simply a question of the control of the sens. If we lose control 
of the sea, then we lose our SOYcrci!-.'1lty in the Philippines; and 
our .'\.rm:r, wllere will they go? They will come lJn.ck if they 
can possil>ly get back. 

4 ·o,Y, Mr. Chairman, I want to Eay that you can not find in 
:\fanila Hny anywhere a place to put this dock. Look 01er tilis 
harbor, if you will [indicating on a map]. I wish Rome of those 
gentlpmcn who arc so an.·ious to locate the dry docl· and a navy
ynnl in Manila Ray would come here and. point out some 11lnce 
where you could pln.ce this ~rent floating dock, which requires 
a d<'Pih of wnter of f)0 or GO fc(~t. I wonhl be o-Jad for Rome 
g-entll'mn.n to do it. Here is Caviie [inU.icatin~ on map]. Look 
at the lle11til of water aroun<l Ca>ite-J:J, lc', ~0 feet at the mot; 
~me places 1•1, quite a distnnco a w~y. You can only get the 
very R~nallest ves!:els up to it. In our bearings before tile com
mittee Admiral Dewey said you can not get within 2 mile in 
a battle . hip, and all the repairs which are being made are 
being m:.H1e upon vessels of 1ery light draft. 

:r.Ir. SIIEllLI~Y. \\Till tile ""entlcman yield. for n. question? 
~ fr. FOSS. I c:m not now. 
1\Ir. SIIERLBY. I got the gentleman his n.dtlitionnl time. 
~It·. FOSS. "'What is the sitnntion here ns to Olong-apo? 

Great depth of water, GO and CO feet. Olon~apo is in Rubie 
Bay, right up here [inuicaUng on mn.p]. Spending Ycry little in 
dredging, you can have any depth of water . 

l\Ir . .._ 'Olllti~. Mr. llairruan, I rise to n. point of or<lcr. 
1.'he CITAIIDIAN. The gentleman wlll stn.tc his 11oint of 

order. 
Ir. 4 ~ORRIS. The gentleman from Illinois has now left the 

space in front of the dec;;k where the map is hanging, so that 
pcrllnvs there is no occa.ion for stating the voint; out I wanted 
to call attention to tllo fact tllnt there wn · ~till room for one or 
two more people around the mnp. [Laughter.] 

Tile CIIA.IRU.l.N. The gentleman is not stn.Uug a point of 
order. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, 1\fr. Chnirman, I wnnt to sny further, I 
cn.lled at the Nary Department and n.skcu them whether tlley 
had recel.-cd an c timate for dr uging a channel for taking a 
battle ship up to the navy-yard at Un.Yite, n.nd they r plieu that 
thcv ball received an <'Stimate from tho commissioner of nuvi
gatlon oyer in the rhilipvincs. 

:\Ir. l\IADDE4 T. How much was it? 
Mr. FOSS. It was $;:i,u00,000, and tilose ostimn.tes were not 

ba. ed on borings at all. 
1\Ir. JO.l. ~ES of Yirginin.. Will the gentleman n.llow me to a.sk 

him a question right there? 
1\Ir. FOSS. N'ot just at this time. 
Tile CIL.HRMA.N. Tile time of tile gentleman from Illinois 

has expired. 
~ Ir. FO~S. I ask unanimous consent for fiyc minutes more. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SIIERLEY. :Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. FOSS. I would rather not. 
.lir. SIIEllLEY. imply for a question? 
1\fr. FOSS. Yes. 
Mr. SIIEllLEY. Will the gentleman tell the committee how 

much money will ha.Ye to be expended in dredging in order to 
make Subic Day suitable for a. nn Yal ba c? 

1\Ir. 1'0SS. \Ve ha1e SJ)ent hardly any money at all in dreug
ing nt Sullie Bay. 

1\Ir. SHERLEY. I did not ask tlln.t. I asked how much 
money would have to be expended under the estimates made at 
the .._ ·ary Department. 

1\Ir. FOSS. I do not I·now how much. I have not the esti-
mates h re, but nothing ns compared with Cuvite. 

1\Ir. SIIBRLEY. Is it not a matter of over $3,000,000? 
1\Ir. FOSS. No; I think not. ·ot in my judgment . 
1\Ir. SITERLEY. I was so informed. 
:Mr. DATES. About $2,000,000. 
1\Ir. F OSS. We have expended harilly any money nt all for 



4728 CONGRESSIOX AL RECORD-HOUSE. APRIL 14, 

dredging there. The only appropriation for dredging at Subic 
Bny has been a little over ~GO,OOO. We have expended in all 
in Subic Bay al>out $~.;-;oo.ouo to $~,700,000, of which $000,000 
ha l)eeu for n coalin~ plant; ::;1,250,000 has been for the floating 
dry dock, which makes ~·1,7;)0,000, and the difference between 
that and the total muount of the appropriation is ~7GO,OOO to 
$1,000,000. Thnt is all we have expended. there, aml we lw.ve 
b en dockin~ our ships and revairing them, and it is the only 
place where you can vut the dry dock. 

Mr. BrTLEll. Will my colleague yield for one question? 
l\Ir. FOSS. Yes. 
l\Ir. Br'rLER If this station is abolished, where will we 

re11air our battle ships and other hil)S of war in the Philip11iue 
Islands? 

. dr. FOSS. I do not know. 
Mr. IH.~TI.,ER. V there any other place? 
l\lr. FOSH. The ~entleman from Kentucky perhaps can tell. 
1Hr. SHEHI...EY. The gentleman can tell yon what A<lmiral 

Dewey said, as the ranking member of the board, when he 
recommended C:wite, if that will ·atisfy the gentleman from 
Illinoi8. 

Mr. BUTLER. Admiral Dewey recommended Subie Ray, and 
Admiral Dewey's \fOrd. induced the Committee ou • 'm·al Af
fairs--

Mr. SIIERLBY. I have here the final report, placed in the 
TIECORD by the ~entleman from Illinoi~, of <late of January :n, 
lDO .... , iu whicll Admiral De\\"ey, in the fourth }1roviRo, says that 
the alternative is to locate the naval l>a~e in ~Iauila. Bay. 

1\Ir. JO. ·Es of Virginia. And he spoke for the unanimous 
joint board. 

l\Ir. 'HERLEY. lie Rpoke for all of them. 
:\Ir. GAI~ES of West Virginia. He spoke of that as an alter

native, but will the gentleman tell us which proposition lle 
fa-vors? 

Mr. SHERLEY. He fnvors that, considering the po ition of 
botll the Army und the Navy, as to the defen e of the two 
places, and tile final unanimous conclusion of tllat board was in 
favor of Manila a against Olongapo. 

Mr. FOSS. I will say to the gentleman from West Virginia 
tlla t the joint JJoard has rer1orted for l\Ianila Buy, but tlla t 
rccommend.ation has not been approved by the Department. 
We have had joint board after joint JJonru, n joint l>onnl uvon 
which Secretary Taft once sat, aml they have been unauimon~ly 
heretofore in f:n·or of Subic Day. The gcntlemnn from Ken
tucky [1\Ir. SIIEULE¥1 seems to 1J overpowered hy the report of 
the joint JJoard. The joint JJoanl! I haYe known tile joint 
board. to swap their milH.ls overnight. I am not o,·ervowercu 
or overcome hy the "joint board." 

The CIL\IIDIA::N. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expiretl. 

?~Ir. FO.~S. I ask unanimous consent that my time may be 
e_-t<>nded fise minute·. 

The 'IIAIHMAN. · 'l'he gentleman from Illinois asks tmani
mous conj.:cut that his time be extended fiye minutes. Is there 
objection'! 

'l'here was no ol>jcction. 
~\Ir. FO.'.'. ~o.;v, Mr. Chairman, this question was ·ettlC'd 

\\"nY hack in 1!10-1-. Admiral De\\"ey appeared before the com
mittC'e when we had hearings on this question, and at that 
time he ~miil: 

t am convinced that Sul>lc llo.y is the one place In the Philippines for 
n nnvnl l.Jase. 

Further on he says: 
"'ith r<'~nrd to the Cavite .. ·avy-Yarcl, I refreshed my memory n. little 

this rnornin~r, and I f'ee tbnt 11 battle ship cau not get within two miles 
of the wh:u! or the Cavltc Xavy-Yard. 

Already :1 u e. thnate bas come in for drcdgin~ n little channel to take 
n lmttle f'hip up there, nnd the first Item, which will pl'obahly be c.·
ce<'ded by the cost of the actual work, was ihe nnd one-half million 
doll at's. 

... :ow, Secretary of the ~T:Hy l\Ioody aJ1pcnred before the com
mittee in 1!.01, and whnt tlitllle ~ny'l Be .·aid: "We llave 1J eu 
five ~-ears in th Philippine~, anu we have not yet a navn.l sta
tion there of auy consequence; " and he ur,gcd on the committee 
the establishrnC'nt of a na-vnl station at that time. He says: 
'· E,·ery single hit of information i in favor of establi hiug it 
within Subic Bay nt the hnrbor of Olonga110. Nobody <liH
agreed. The Army aud. .~. ·avy alike sny that this is the plaec 
for it. TllCre i~ ltleuty of water, and the protection of 1lle 
entrance mny be made perfect." UJJOU tllat hearing we esiah
li:hed a naval •tation at Hubic Ba~r, and we appropriat<~(l 
:;; ... ·c~.ooo, ann the Conf..•Tcl-:s of the Unitell Htates nutllorizetl it. 
And year after y ar the joint board of the Army and ·a vy 
have confirmed it, nnd every Secretary of the Navy has also 
confirmed it, until this laHt year we have a joint board of the 
Army and Navy that comes along and says, "You ought to put 
it at :Manila Bay. 

1\Ir. BUTLER Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. FOSS. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BUTLER of PennRylvania. ·wm the ~entleman state 

how much money the GoYernment llas svent on improYements in 
Subie Bay? 

::\Ir. l!'OSS. I llave nlready stated; 82,7GO,OOO, inclmllng the 
dry dock, which cost $1,230,000, nnu a coal plant of $:>00,000. 

~Tow, I ha Ye a letter from Admiral Dewe;r, which was written 
on March 24, and he says : 

DEP.1.RT.\1E~T OF THE ~A.VY, 
GE:SERAL llil.\.RD, 

TraR1tin{Jton, .\la1·ch 21, 1908. 
MY DEAR hlR. FoRs: Referring to the matter of the naval station at 

Olong-apo, in ~nllic Hay, and out· convpr·sa tlon in connection tlJC'rewith, 
I lnelose a brief historical summary of official nct.!on in relation to a 
naval l:ltation at that point, extending fl'om l!lOO to 11107 . 

HuiJie Bay is uln•ady fol'tlfled in con"idt>rahle stt·en~th against at
tack from sea. 'l'he Navy, with some valuai.Jie assil:ltnnce ft·om the 
At·my Englneet·s, llas mounted twenty G-incll gum~. fom· 4.7-inch g-un~, 
four 4-inch guns, and ten U-JlOnnder ~'llns 011 cumrnanciing point~ at tiJ.e 
<>n ti·ance to the bay. Ther~e are sull1cient to protect <Hon~avo from any 
attaclc f1·om the sea <'X<'E'Ilt one mude hv heavv ve.~'els In <·on~illerahle 
forer. The floating dock ·netcey is mooi·ed nt Olon~rapo, flndin~ a suffi
cient uPpth of watrr cloF:n to the beach nncl naval stntion. There i 
no similar place nt whieh it C"onld he moored In ~Iuniln Bny. If placed 
n<>al' l\Iunila or Cavlte it would have t•J he moored some distance ft·om 
Rhot·e and in thP open bar, nn irnpmctlcuhlc situation, not onl:v ns re
~nrch; weathE-r, hut a! ·o as rC'~nrcli:; the nclminlst.ratioll nnd mnnagpment 
or work in connection with the dockin~ or vessels. Tills <lock has ueen 
userl. for fifty-six docking-s since its arrivnl a l Olong·allO, on July 10, 
lGOh, for naval vesRels, uu ·lliarles, ancl Army transports. 

Hl'cent dcvclopmentf' un<i the decision of the War Drpartment that 
Rnblc Hay could not he dcfencle<l against a land attacl· with the forces 
ordinarily stationed in the l'hilipJJine~. as uccurutelv stuteu bv Con
gTesl:lman HMITH of Iowa in the liE-hate on the fod.ifications bill on 
:\l:1rch ~1. have placed in some doubt the locution of a permnnent naval 
f.tntlon in the l'hilippines, lmt the joint uonrd Is nevert11ele.·s or the 
opini?n "that the proper defense ol' the l'hili[Jpinl' Islands ineltule>: the 
forti!Jcatton of the entrances of Loth Manila null Hnblc bars. such forti
fication u<'lng e~;sential hath to protect the am1erl forces 'of the "Cnlted 
States nnd to prevent occupation by an enemy.'' 

Very truly, yout·s, 

lion. G. E. FOSR, l\1. C., 
IIottse of Rcprescntatit:CS, Washington, D. 0. 

GEOTIGE DEWEY. 

SrJBIC D.I.Y. 

9ctoher, 1900. Rccretnry of I'\uvy appointed a commission of five 
othcers ~ndN' Admlrnl Hrrn<'r, commnndel' in chief. Heportcd unani
mously m favot· or Olongapo. 

It fer;re<l to. genP_rul Loard, which, September !:!R, 1001. nftl'r sev~>n 
months <:on tderut1on and lltudy of suhject. cut·n<'stly recommcn<l.cd 
th<•_ Pstnhhshmrnt or a f'trong navnl I.Jn~e at that t>oiut. 
m:~~~~~r~~~r 4, 1!)01. 13ccretary Long approved report and recom-

:\c?vPmber, ~003. Secretary l\~oody, in nnnnR.l l'('port. stated that naval 
opinion unammol}sly f!lYors ; ubic llay. Comnlllnder · in chief. two 
lloar~ls, ,nne~ A.tlnu,rnl of the Nnvy nll agree that our naval hac.;e hould 
be wllllln Sui.JIC J,ny. It would seem as if this hody or opinion on"ht 
to he d<'emcd conclusive. I know of no otllcr military question u1)0 n 
·which such unanimity exists. 

Also approved by joint bonrd, Decemller, 100:l. who. e report stnt c1 
<'mphatit'ally "'.!'bat .Moulin i not bnt 1h~t Hultlc Hay i" l'uitcd' for a 
na,·al haRe and stntion, nnd of all hnrhol'>: In tlw archipclnco it 1• tho 
fl(·~t for the pUl'J?O ·e. That the fortiflcutinn of Hnbic Bay 1~ e!'; entinl 
to the security of n nnvnl stuUon there. Tlln.t n fortifi<'<l nn>nl l>n e at 
l:)uhic Bay will contrihut<> materially to the d(•fcn:c of :\lnnllu Tiny.,· 

':I'l~r. ::\utlonul t'on~t V<>fc>n~e Board, of which H<'Cr<'tar·y Ta{t. was 
prestdent, FPl>ruary 1, l!)UU, places 13uhic nay llfl b order of S{le<:lul 
Importance for ucfcn c. n<'xt after the <lrf<'n~P · of om· own C"oa ·b;; th 
total listR of those .,calltl~s cousldcrr.<l as <lf special importance bl•in.,. 
Clwsapealw llay, Long Island Hounu, Puget ::louuu, Hublc, Uuantannmo 
Manila Hay. • 

. 'l'he l'hilippin<'S nre not Rclf-sustaining in military suppl!C'!'1 ot• pro
n~lon~. Hea commnnlcntion!l nre vital to urf<>nt-~c of the l'hlllpplne;; 
ancl therefore, as aflirmcd by the joint lJonrd, the Navy must hn\·e d. 
fortiflP(l ha~e of operations ~rom which to protect trn<l<! rontl•R and 
k<'<'Jl op<'n our sea c•ouJmuntcntlon •. There mny not L>e locnl u
pcrlority over enemy, !Jut n minority of force grNit <'nmt.~h to make hi 
OfH'I'ations hazurdouc.;. f-'uhlc, :t:i miles fr·om Corregidor. Channel 
na1·row anrl easily defended. Anchorn.ge u milt•l'l inside entrance. I 
on _flank of l'nPmy'A line of commnnic'ntions to ~Inniln. 

J)ppth or water. :!G fathoms in the !Jay and 11 to 1;:; fathoms in the 
llarhor of Olongapo. 

Fort ificntions nt Manila Ray also nrcl". snry. lltlt on account or 
strntl'gical and dl'y-uock consl<lcrntions ~nhlc shonlcl be fortlflt>d fir t. 
Admiral Bt·ownson, in n letter <luted la~t Dt•C'cmi.J<'r (ll!OG), write : 
"On on<' CJU<':-;tion I can exprc"s my::.:<'lf <l<'cirlC'cll.~. llefor~ comin!{ out 
here I was decidedly in favor. us you may l'('l11l·'rni.Jcr, of tlu• Olongnpo 
~<:heme, ns compnred with any other tllat had heC'n Rug-gc"tPd for a 
naval station in the East. l\ly further in(}nlry into the !'Uhji'Ct ~!nee 
nni\·al on the station only str<>ng-thcns ihls belief. I am for Olongnpo 
tirHt. last, and nll tllc time. ~ • • 

"With nn Inferior fie<"t, W<'ll prot.ectcn by hnttr>rlc~ and mines in 
Ruhle Hny, would any fleet dnrc go in :Manila. Buy with n view ,to 
tnldn~ po~scs~ion of it, without fir:-;l de troyin~ the ~uhic llay 11eet: ·• 

April 21, HHH. CongrPss app.t•otn·iatr<l ., 7<10,000 "!or con truction 
of ~<<'aconst hntteries in the insular po. ~P!"sions." 

:-.rn.v :w. lOOk .Toint l>onrcl rc<'ommenued that the whole of tbl amount 
l.Jc d<'Yotrd to defense of HnlJic llay. 

.Tnly 1, 1!)0!. Acting 'ccret.ary of War informNl joint honrn that 
ns tlwre wPr<' certain r<'n on· why the whole exprnditurc f'ho.nld not 
he mndc at , uhic Hny the Dcput·tment woulu npprov n proJect for 
the emergency defen. c of that Jllacc r>roviding for· tllc in ·tallntlon or 
three ll)-lnch high-l)owet· guns and six ()-inch J.nlns. 

Mnrch 2; l!J07. on~r('SS at)proprlated $;)OU,OUO for seacoast bat
teries in l'hilippine Islunus. 

The OIIA.IlUlA.N. Tile time of the gentleman bas cxpireu. 
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:Mr. FOSS. And let me say, 1\Ir. Chairman, right along after 
this comes the recommendations of the different boards in rela
tion to this subject. Congress settled it in 1904, and let it re
main settled. · [Applause.] 

1\Ir. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, when this discussion com
menced upon this paragraph of the bill I thought I had something 
that might be important to say on the subject, but since I have 
heard so much and varied talk about Subic Bay, Olongapo, Cavite, 
Manila Bay, and so forth, I am prone to be as confused as some 
of my fellows. I was not pleased with the claim which the dis
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs [1\Ir. 
Foss] made that the time would come when the Navy must pro
tect the Army in the Philippines and fight for .its safety. The 
mistake the gentleman makes is that the two are in combination; 
the Army and the Navy in a certain sense, when we are dealing 
with the enemy, is to be treated as a unit. I do not depreciate 
the Navy' as a power to keep communication with our possessions 
Qff in the Philippines, but the Navy and Army must act together 
and one would fail without the other. 

Mr. FOSS. I entirely agree with the gentleman, but I was 
making a statement which Lieutenant-General Young, of the 
Army, made to Admiral Dewey, to_ the effect that the Army 
could not stay there without the Navy if our communications 
were cut off. 

1\Ir. KEIFER. I was not conplaining of that statement, but 
the statement that the time was coming when the Navy would 
have to fight to protect the Army. They are to be treated as a 
unit. I mean to say that I haYe always believed, and I under
stand that naval officers who have been to Subic Bay and 
Manila have believed, that the only real place for the primary de
fense of Manila or Manila Bay was at Subic Bay, and that if 
we fortified that place and fortified -it in a proper way as against 
a foreign navy, we would have perfect safety in the harbor of 
1\fanila, where it is more difficult to have fortifications. This 
was demonstrated when Admiral Dewey was on his way to 
Manila to attack the Spaniards. He looked into Subic Bay to 
see that there were. no enemies there, that he . might safely go on 
into the bay of Manila. He understood the question then as 
he understands it now. Subic Bay lies some distance outside 
of the main entrance to 1\fanila Bay, it is true, but no enemy is 
going to sail a fleet by it and leave a fleet inside that might 
come out and attack them in the rear or bottle them up. This 
is a familiar principle not only in naval warfare, but in land 
warfare. The claim is made that Subic Bay should not be made 
a permanent naval station or base because an enemy might at
tack and take it by a land force. What great harbor of the world 
is chosen on account of its absolute safety from a land attack. 
If we hold Subic Bay against b_ecoming a harbor of a foreign 
fleet, there will be no danger of an army being landed. It could 
not be subsisted unless a supporting fleet had obtained a per
manent success. 1\Ir. Chairman, I have this complaint to make 
about these appropriations, and that is that we are making in
definite appropriations of $100,000 here and $100,000 there. As 
I understand this somewhat blind paragraph, we appropriate 
$100,000 for the improvement and development of the naval sta
tion of Olongapo within Subic Bay, and then we appropriate 
certain moneys that were provided for use in other and earlier 
such legislation. If I do not misunderstand the chairman, that 
covers $100,000 more. The difficulty is that we take these hun
dred thousands from time to time and use them in making for
tifications, in attempting to improve and develop stations and 
other places, and when we are through and the next year comes 
around for appropriations we do the same thing over and we 
accomplish practically. nothing substantial except to expend our 
money. We have no plans-we have no definite or specific 
plans-or, if we have, we do not follow them. The distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs says that Subic 
Bav was established as a naval station in 1904. 

We haye been quarreling for more than three years that I 
have been in this Congress to determine whether we have done 
that yery thing or not, and we are disputing over it now. If 
we had a policy that we could follow, and it comes up to the 
Congress of the United States to establish that policy--

The CHAIRM:Al~. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\Ir. KEIFER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five 

minutes more. 
The CHAIIL\LlN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. " 
1\Ir. KEIFER. I say it comes to the Congress of the United 

States to fix these policies for the Philippine Islands, and the 
policy or policies that should obtain in building up fortifica
tions in the Hawaiian Islands and at other important places 
on our continental coasts. We have talked about joint boards, 
Navy boards, Army boards and the like and their recommenda
tions, and then we come here and quarrel as to what they mean. 

Admiral Dewey's letters. read yesterday and others read to-day 
show that after a board has reported its finding has to be ap
proved, and if it is approved by one bureau of the Navy, another 
disapproves it, and so we go on legislating and appropriating 
money and expending it, and when we are through we know it 
is expended, but we have not accomplished anything. 

We the other day wisely passed a bill looking to the establish
ment of a naval station and the building of permanent fortifica
tions at Pearl Harbor, on the Island of Oahu, in the Hawaiian 
Islands. That was a proper step, but we are likely to forget 
ourselves and some of these days be quarreling whether we had 
not better appropriate money for Diamond Head, or, as in this 
bill, for Honolulu, for I find in it we are going to expend, if 
the bill passes as reported, a large sum of money at Honolulu, 
and when it is expended and gone the Department will be back 
here for more and you can not find what has been done with it. 
So my chief objection is that this loose, unsettled policy which 
we follow as a mode of getting away with our money brings 
no adequate safe protection against a foreign foe should it come. 
[Applause.] 

1\Ir. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute for the 
amen·dment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mistaken. There is no 
amendment to an amendment pending. The gentleman from In
diana gave notice that when this amendment was disposed of 
he would offer an amendment at t~e end of the paragraph. 

Mr. HOBSON. Then I simply move to strike out the last 
word of the amendment for the purpose of correcting what evi
dently is a misapprehension as to the uses of these two statiQns. 
Whether we keep the Philippines oi· gi•e them up, we must for
ever protect the Filipinos. If we protect the Filipinos, we 
must have a naval base in the Philippine Islands. If we have 
a naval base in the Philippine Islands, it must be Subic Bay. 
We have to-day a station in the Philippine Islands at Cavite. 
It is only a third-class station. A ship drawing 14 feet of water 
cAn not be taken care of there. I would hate to have to use 
the marine railway at Cavite to haul out of the water a ship of 
2,000 tons displacement. There is a proposition on foot to con
struct a basin above the point of Cavite and the basin alone, it 
is estimated, would cost $8,000,000, and then you would only 
have begun to fight against the insuperable obstacles of nature 
in the way of the establishment of a naval base at Cavite. 

1\fr. 1\IADDEK. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Will the gentleman tell us how much it will cost to establish a 
permanent naval base at Olongapo? 

1\fr. HOBSON. I wish to speak accurately when I speak to 
the House and this committee, consequently I will not answer 
that question loosely, where the features of the station are not 
defined, but will answer it thus: The question before the com
mittee is whether we are to have $100,000 to keep up a plant 
there that has cost nearly $3,000,000. Our fleet is on the way. 
When it reaches the Far East the floating dry dock at Subic Bay 
is the only place in American territory where the ships can be 
docked. It will require at least this $100,000 to enable us to 
efficiently handle the fleet in one visit, in my judgment. 

Mr. TA Wl\TEY. Will the gentleman from Alabama permit an 
interruption? 

1\fr. HOBSON. Certainly. 
1\fr. TAWNEY. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that the 

amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana meets ex
actly the proposition that is presented by this, and that is that 
the $100,000 may be expended during the next fiscal year for 
temporary purposes, but not for the establishment of a perma
nent naval base? 

1\fr. HOBSON. I am glad the gentleman from Minnesota 
brings that to my attention, because my amendment was going 
to propose "for the improvement and maintenance of the sta
tion now at Subic Bay." I am not in the slightest degree con
tending for the beginning now of an elaborate system of de
velopment at Subic Bay, because that would simply be pre
paring it for the enemy that may come. There has never been 
any difference of opinion between the Army and the Navy or 
any other men as to the question of a base at Subic Bay, until 
the matter of the defense of that base came up, and then it 
appeared that to meet an invasion and properly defend Subic 
Bay from an attack from the rear, with an army coming down 
from the Gulf of Lingayen, the line of the American forces 

. would have to be extended, perhaps, 100 miles, and that it 
would take upward of 100,000 men to do this, an utter impossi
bility. We have 14,000 men in the Philippine Islands--

1\Ir. GAINES of West Virginia. Will the gentleman permit 
me--- . 

Mr. HOBSON. And there are only 9,000 infantrymen in con
tinental United States, there are only 19,000 Regulars available 
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in the whole United States, and there are 14,000 in the Philip- Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman,. I ask unanimous consent 
pines, with the 15,000-- that tl).e gentleman from Alabama [.1\lr. RonsoN] may be given 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama file minutes more. 
has expired. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [.1\lr. MAD-

.1\lr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague DEN] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Alabama 
may have five minutes additional time. [Mr. HoBSON] may proceed for five minutes. Is there objec-

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Alabama may have 1\fr. MADDEN. Now, if it would be impossible to get a suf
tive minutes additional time. Is there objection? [After a ficiently large army to protect a naval base at Olongapo, and 
pause.] The Chair hears none. then we have the difficulties surrounding the location of a 

1\Ir. GAINES of West Virginia. Will the gentleman yield to naval base at Cavite, why would it not be wise to continue to 
me for a moment? develop the naval base at Olongapo? 

1\Ir. HOBSON. Certainly, Mr. HOBSON. It would be wise, though expensive develop-
Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I have no doubt the gentle- ment should wait until we can be sure of the permanent control 

man from Alabama is correct, but I would like to have it ex- of the sea. 
plained, so that I could understand what the difficulty is at 1\Ir. MADDEN. And does not the gentleman believe it wise 
Olongapo. To explain my question, I mean this about the de- to establish a permanent naval base there? 
fenses of Olongapo: What sort of a situation is it in which a 1\Ir. HOBSON~ Yes. 
fleet can not defend itself; what sort of approaches, surround- Mr. MADDE~. Would not the sh·ategic situation demand 
ings, are there that may not be so fortified as to make an ap- the location of the naval base? 
proach of a hostile army itself dangerous? l\Ir. HOBSON. Unquestionably. 

l\Ir. HOBSON. I shall be very glad to answer the gentle- l\Ir. SHERLEY. Now, if the gentleman will allow me a , 
man's question. question? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I would like to know. I l\Ir. HOBSON. Certainly. . 
have never understood what they mean by saying that we could Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman has stated his opinion that it 
not defend Olongapo. is impossible to establish a naval base at Cavite. The gentle-

Mr. HOBSON. It is a very interesting question, and one that man will also say, I have no doubt, to the committee, that that 
has been thoroughly worked out. The approaches to Subic was not the conclusion of the Army and Navy board that last 
Bay are peculiar, and they are such that siege artillery could be looked into the matter? • 
located beyond the reach of the guns of ships in the harbor and l\Ir. HOBSON. I will not say anything of the kind. 
drop a plunging fire on those ships without being exposed to fire l\Ir. SHERLEY. Well, the gentleman is aware of the report 
from the ships, and the topography about Subic Bay is such that they made. 
to properly protect against such a siege we would haye to locate l\Ir. HOBSON. Now, the gentleman has asked his question; 
lines far back beyond the hills, and those lines would have to he will have to define what he calls a naval base. I know the 
extend so far that it would require an enormous force. And, gentleman does not -wish to ask a question except to bring out 
furthermore, it has been accepted as conclusive that this nation the truth. I wish to ask him if he thinks the joint .Army and 
can not afford to allow the city of Manila to be captured by an nayal board has settled the question as to •an adequate first
enemy except in the last resort. It is a question of a joint de- class naYal base; and if they in this decision and through it 
fense of a naYal station we may haYe and the city of Manila. did not simply contemplate a temporary transfer of the dry 

The line of defense from the city of 1\Ianila, and including dock for the case of attack? 
Cavite, is comparatively short. I do not belieye that I am divulg- Mr. SHERLEY. '.rhe gentleman bas asked the question, and 
ing matters that r should not divulge when I say that the Army I will answer it. I belieYe that the board was not doing a 
estimates that while it could not make any showing of resist- useless thing; and if I tmderstand the English language at all, 
ance in trying to protect Subic Bay and Manila Bay with the I do understand that the report made on January 1, 1008, 
present strength of our forces, it estimates that it could on and signed by .Admiral Dewey as the presiding officer, was dls
the shorter line of defense for 1\Ianila city and Cavite hold out tinctly in fayor of CaYite as a permanent naYal base for the 
for ninety days against an army of invasion. And that is the Philippine Islands. · 
reason why this matter has been suspended for the present. 1\Ir. HOBSON. The reason why he used the word u base" 

Now, I beg to submit that the chairman of the Naval Com- there is simply that it is popular. Cavite has been, and is, 
mittee is absolutely correct in the position he has taken. This. and will remain a third-class naYal station, and ought to be so 
.American nation does not propose to become a military nation. maintained. 
With that leverage against us it would require a force of oc- 1\Ir. SHERLEY. Well, of course,. the gentleman will under
cupation of fully 200,000 to hold the Philippine Islands, and then stand that I do not feel at liberty to interpret the language 
they would be but partially secure against an Asiatic enemy used by this board in any other than its usual sense. 
with a great army in control of the sea. . l\fr. HOBSON. I wish to tell you what Admiral Dewey's posi-

1\Ir. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? tion is. Admiral Dewey told me this morning o1er the tele-
1\Ir. HOBSON. Certainly. phone, "It is Subic Bay now and foreyer if we are going to 
Mr. MADDEN. I understood the gentleman to say a mo- have a base there." [Loud applause]. 

ment ago tbat it was Yery much easier to protect the city of Mr. SHERLEY. All I can say in response to the gentleman 
Manila and CaYite from unfriendly attack than it would be to is, and I do not desire to criticise tile distinguished Admiral, it 
protect Olongapo. Now, what I want to get at is this, so that would have been a little more valuable to the Congress of the 
I can underStand what the situation is: If that be true, why is United States if he had made his final finding to the Cono-ress 
it advisable to locate the naval base at Olongapo in preference of the United States instead of making it to a Member by 
to Cavite? telephone. [Applause.] 

1\fr. HOBSON. Because a naval base can not now and never Mr. HOBSON. And if Admiral Dewey or the joint board 
can, until the judgment day, be located at Cavite. Now, allow had told this committee or this Congress that this whole ques-
me, as 1 say, to point out-- tion was one of providing against sudden attack by 150,000 men 

l\Ir. DOUGLAS. Why not? that might land at Lingayen, then you would haYe criticised 
1\Ir. HOBSON. Because the physical obstacles can not be Admiral Dewey, the board, the President, the Navy Depart-

surmounted, with even a stupendous cost, by the work of man. ment, and every other man who has studied the question, for 
Mr. l\IADDEN. Now, what are these obstacles, please? bringing up a "war scare." [Renewed applause.] · 
l\Ir. HOBSON. It is because, primarily, the water is open, l\Ir. COOPER ot Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit me to 

and it would require b·emendous works to give it protection ask him a question? 
from the seas that sweep across during the typhoons. Mr. HOBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDEN. The width of the entrance to the harbor of 1\fr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What is the width of the en-
Manila Bay is the difficulty, is it? trance to Manila Bay? 

Mr. HOBSON. It is the spread of the bay-the width of the Mr. HOBSON. There ar~ two main entrances. 
bay. l\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is correct. What il:!l the 

1\fr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman mean to say that this width of each of the entrances? Eight or ten miles, is it not'/ 
opinion of his-- 1\fr. HOBSON. Fully, on either side. 

Mr. HOBSON. These are not all of the obstacles. I ·have l\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. On either side of Corregidor 
simply begun to enumerate them. Island. What is the length of :Manila nay-about 30 miles? 

Mr. MADDEN. We simply want to know now, if we find l\Ir. HOBSON. Fully. 
so much difficulty in protecting a naval base at Olongapo- · Mr. COOPER of WisConsin. What is the width of Manila 
; The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman ruis expired._ . Bay? • 
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1\Ir. HOBSON. It varies; it runs as high as nearly 30 miles. I suggestion of war as I state the facts. A foreign nation ha~ 
1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. Practically 30 miles in diame- twelve to one the strength of population that we have in the 

ter. Hawaiian Islands. We haye wisely provided for the beginning 
1\lr. HOBSON. Roughly. of a great naval base at Pearl Harbor. It ought to be realized 
1\fr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That affords great opportunity now, not only that the Philippine Islands, but the Hawaiian 

for a tremendous storm? Islands will be lost to this nation if we do not maintain, as the 
l\fr. HOBSON. It is open sea. chairman of this committee has pointed out, conh·ol of the sea. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is open sea. What depth of If we do not maintain control of the sea, we are but preparing 

water should we have in order to use this dry dock? the bases for the enemy. And mark, the temporary control of 
1\Ir. HOBSON. It ought not to be less than 60 feet. the sea is not adequate. With our fleet in the Atlantic Ocean 
1\lr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What depth of water is there a force of 100,000 men could land in the Philippine Islands and 

now? , take those islands, and an additional force of 50,000 men, joined 
1\lr. HOBSON. Within a mile of Manila proper it would be ~Y 50,000 more in the . ~awaiian Isl:m~s, could take those 

about 8 or 9 feet· within a mile of Cavite station about 8-! to 9 Islands. Adequate mumtwns ancl supplies could be landed 
feet at low tide. ' ' - with . this expedition, and those islands would then be lost 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Eight and a half to 9 feet. practically foreve~:; . . . 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 1\Ir. LONGWORIH. Will the gentleman y1eld for a question? 

has expired. Mr. HOBSON. Yes. 
1\lr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent that Mr. LONGWORTH. Does the gentleman believe we should 

the gentleman from Alabama may have five minutes more. have as large and elaborate a na>al station at Subic Bay as 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The we propose to have at Pearl Harbor? 

Chair hears none. Mr. HOBSON. No; I do not. I regard Pearl Harbor as the 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman is a recognized coming greatest naval station in all the world, and that the 

expert, and we want the facts on which to base our judgment. defense of America's interests in the whole Pacific O~ean wi~l 
I have myself seen the conditions over there, and therefore I be centered at Pearl Harbor. [Applause.] But the distance IS 
ask these questions. Now, do I understand the gentleman to so great across to the Philippines, e>en from Pearl Harbor, 
say that a mile and a half from the shore at Cavite the water that you could not give it adequate protection. We will need 
is 9, 10, or 12 feet deep? at least what could be technically called a second-class efficient 

Mr. HOBSON. At low tide; yes. station at Subic ~ay in addition to the naval station at Pearl 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is it not desirable to have a dry Harbor. 

dock nearer the shore than a mile or a mile and a half? Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman's idea is that we would 
Mr. HOBSON. Most certainly. Even as near as it is to the 41Vant a first-class naval station at Pearl Harbor, a second-class 

shore in Subic Bay, and as wonderfully sheltered as it is in one at Subic Bay, and a third-class station at Cavite? 
Subic Bay, that floating dry dock has had to be sunk twice in Mr. HOBSON. Yes. Now, this temporary control, or loss of 
order to protect it from the typhoons. control, may result disash·ously for our country for this reason, 

1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. There would have to be, then, a that the enemy, after landing on the islands and 1:aking posses
mile or a mile and a half of dredging, beginning with 8 or 8! or sion, could li>e on the islands--
!) feet, to secure from 50 to 60 feet of water before we could The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
take that million-dollar dry dock from wh~re it has been already Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more, 
moored, where it is practicable for use, and tow it to Cavite? as my time has been taken up with iliterruptions. 

1\Ir. HOBSON. Yes. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
1\fr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And it would cost $5,000,000 mous consent to extend his remarks for five minutes. Is there 

and over to dig the channel, before we aid anything else? objection? 
1\Ir. HOBSON. At least that. There was no objection. 
1\Ir. COOPER of .Wisconsin. Then, there are the immense ex- Mr. HOBSON. If a foreign army is landed on the Philippine 

pensi•e works to be constructed for the purpose of protecting Islands with adequate munitions of war, or the Hawaiian 
this plant from the sea and the storm? Islands, the fleet that convoyed them--or perhaps a fleet would 

1\Ir. HOBSON. Yes. not be necessary-the fleet of the enemy could repair to its own 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Now, what is the diameter of protected harbors and then issue a challenge to the United 

the entrance to·Subic Bay? States to do what it may. It is a woeful fact that this nation 
1\Ir. HOBSON. I should say, roughly, that the channel is has no merchant marine. We could not get the transports to 

about half a mile wide. carry the soldiers, and it is also a fact that we ha>e not the 
1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. We can easily defend that with soldiers if we had the transports. 

guns at the harbor entrance, so that all the ships of the world Therefore public opinion in America would probably demand 
can not enter if we want to keep them out? that our fleet after it reached the Pacific should go forth and 

1\Ir. HOBSON. Unquestionably. try to retake the Hawaiian or the Philippine Islands. That 
1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. The shores about Subic Bay are would be precisely what the enemy would desire. The fleet 

high, are they not? would go out there; there would not only be no coaling station, 
1\Ir. HOBSON. Yes. there would be no docks, there would be hostile conditions, 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How high do those hills run? mines, torpedoes, submarines, and if we were enabled finally 
1\Ir. HOBSON. I should estimate them at about three or four to seize some distant harbor and make a coaling station, we 

hundred feet. could not carry on any considerable repairs. When the ships' 
1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. Three or four hundred feet. So bottoms became foul they would remain foul. When the rna

that our battle ships in Subic Bay are perfectly safe from chinery got out of order it could not be repaired. When the 
storms, are they not? great ships of the enemy, twenty-odd thousand tons, with three 

Mr. HOBSON. As safe as they can be in the typhoon region. knots greater speed than our best ships, would sally forth and 
1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. Safer than they are at Cavite? wound or injure ship by ship, they could escape without con·e
Mr. HOBSON. Infinitely more safe. sponding injury to themselves, and there could be no repairs to 
1\lr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And we have 50 or 60 feet these wounded ships. If a desperate commander decided to 

of water in Subic Bay? force the issue and throw his fleet against the enemy's ships in 
1\fr. HOBSON. Right at the dock. the harbor, he would have no place for a temporary base. 
1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. Which makes a suitable place We seized Guantanamo when we seized Santiago, but we 

Eor this >aluable piece of property-the dry dock? seized it because the enemy was not occupying that region in 
1\Ir. HOBSON. Yes. force. Here we would find an enemy with a million trained men 
l\fr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And it is the only place where occupying the territory. We could not secure a single harbor 

we can loc..'lte the dry dock now? from which to operate. It would require, therefore, an immedi-
1\fr. HOBSON. It is the only practicable place in the Philip- ate attempt to force the channels-channels defended by mines, 

pine Islands at this time. channels defended by automobile torpedoes, channels defended 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is all. by submarines, channels defended by \perhaps the strongest 
l\fr. TAWNEY. Now let the cross-examination proceed. fortifications in the world. It would simply mean that our fleet • 

[Laughter.] would be disintegrated and annihilated, and then the enemy 
1\fr. HOBSON. Now, I wish to point out that the Hawaiian would have permanent control of the Pacific Ocean. 

Islands are in precisely the same condition as the Philippine The consequence of this can not be oTerestimated. I am only 
Islands, except that they are worse. People put the wrong con- stating facts, and I am not holding up any war scare when I say 
struction on my words when they interpret any symptom or that 200,000 men could be placed aboard ship from the great 
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military nation of Asia inside of a few days, and it would not 
take ~ong for the expedition to be landed on the Hawaiian 
I lands; those transports could return and get another 200,000, 
and oon there would be 500,000 men on the Hawaiian Islands. 

There are four spots on the Pacific coast where a force of 
75,000 men could be lanued without any substantial resistance 
If we lose even temporary control of the Pacific Ocean. With 
only temporary control of the sea, an expedition could come 
and 1·aid Los Angele , San Francisco, probably Portland, and 
certainly the cities that cluster about Puget Sound, and escape 
without serious resistance from us. If we lose permanent con
trol of the sea in that ocean, my countrymen, our country would 
be open to permanent in1asion. 

You may h.'"D.ow, or you may not, that there are a\ailable 
only 20,000 regulars in the whole United . States, and only 50,000 
trnincd militia, that are scattered all over th-e nation. A for-

·gn r.ation bas more than 80,000 trained soldiers of her own 
on our territory, and from Hawaii, as a base. could throw 
50 ,000 trained men on our shores before we could assemble 
100,000 trained men to resist them. With the open ocean, the com
munication from Asia via Hawaii would have great advantage 
OH.'T the communication from our centers of population, and in 
occupancy f the slope up to the Coast Range and Cascade :Moun
tain and the myriads of Asia to draw upon, :it would be years 
before .america could get into position to begin the terrible task 
of dislodgin~ the inntders. I h.'TIOW we would resolve to com
plete the task, but the co t in men, money, .and future pensions 
-..YoulU stagger tile imagination of man. 

Thus, for the safety of Hawaii, the safety of the Philippines, 
and the safety of the Pacific slope, we must now provide not 
onl.r fo1· the temporary, but aiso for the permanent control of 
the eea in the Pacific. • 

The CHAIIDI.AN. The time of the gentleman has again ex
pired. 

1\!r. TA WNEYA :Mr. Chairman, the proposition that is before 
this commit-tee ·does not inV"olve the question of the defense of 
our Pacific coast nor the Hawaiian Islan-ds. The question be
fore the committee arises upon the amendment offered by the 
gentleman :from Indiana Ufr. CRUMPACKER], which does not 
propose to interfere with the maintenance of a temporary 
naval base .at Olongapo, in Subic Bay. 

The CIIAIRl\iAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman from 
Minnesota that the gentleman from Indiana has no amendmen_t 
pending. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JoNEs]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understoo.d th-e gentleman from Virginia 
had withdrawn his amendment .and the gentleman from Indiana 
had offered his. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact 
that the gentleman from Indiana proposes to limit the expendi
ture of this money to a temporary plupose; and my .amendment 
was to strike out the whole amount, I withdraw my amendment. 

The CH.A.IRi\1AN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Virginia for that purpose? 

1\fr. TAWNEY. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from VIrginia asks unani

mou consent to withdraw his amendment. Is there objection? 
[After a pau e.] The Chair hears none. 

1\fr. CRUMP ACKER rose. 
The CH.A.IRl\1AN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana for 

the purpose of offering an amendment. 
Mr CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendmen.t, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Insert at tbe end of the paragra-ph: 
"Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used for the 

establishment of a permanent naval base at Olongapn." 

Mr. TA Wl\TEY. Mr. Chairman, the proposition then that we 
are now considering and will be called upon to Tote on is 
whether or not we will declare that no part of this appropria
tion shall be expended toward the establishment of a perma
nent naval base at Olongapo. This matte1· has b~en a matter 
of discussion in tb.is House almost e\er since we. took pos
session of the Philippine I lands. We have had reports from 
the Navy in fa\or of the establishment of a permanent na\al 
base at this point. We ha1e had reports from the Army that 

• this point could not ·~e fortified so as to protect the b.ase-not 
pr-otect the fleet when in the bay, but to protect the 'base itself; 
.and the gentleman from Alab-ama [Mr. HoB. ON] >ery eloquently 
stated what every Army officer and every na-ral officer now 
concedes, and that is the absolute impossibility of _protecting 
a navn.l base at Olongapo f:rom assault from the land. The 
gentleman explained how easy it would ·be for nn enemy e-ven 

behind the hills to drop its shell over into the bay .and abso
lutely destroy a ves el or our na·ml base. Now, we are asked 
to express by this amendment our opinion as to whether or not 
Olongapo should be selected for the establishment of a perma
nent naval base. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
will not interfere with the expenditure of this $100,000 for such 
purposes as are necessary in connection with the maintenance 
of the temporary base we now have. On the question of 
whether or not we should or should not declare in favor of 
a permanent naval base at this point, and in order to settle 
this question, the President of the United States appointed a 
joint board consisting of .Army and Navy officers. 'l~his board 
was not appointed by the Navy Department or by the War De
pal·tment, but it was appointed by the President of the United 
States, selecting the most competent men and officers in both 
Departments. This board has made its report, in which it says : 

The joint board at its meeting of this date and at various meet
ings previously held took up the consideration of the question of the 
suitability of Subic Bay for a naval base, having regard to Its capabil
ity for defense, by the United States forces which will be available, 
against attack from both the sea and land sides; and further, as 
to whether the naval base, with all its appurtenances, should not be 
located behind the fortifications of Manila Bay. 

These are the two propositions that were considered by this 
board-the question of establishing a naval base; as to whether 
or not it could be defended and protected against attack both 
from the sea and from the land. Those were the questions that 
this board considered and this is the report which they have 
made. 

1\fr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. TAWNEY. Yes. 
1\fr. HOBSON. 'Does the g-entleman consider that a favorable 

vote on the pending amendment would mean that this Congress 
contemplates an attack upon Subic Bay from the rear? 

M:r. TAWJ\TEY. I do not think so. A vote in favor of the 
amendment, if I understood the gentleman's question, would 
simply mean that we were not in favor of establishing a perma
nent base at Subic Bay. A vote against the amendment would 
.by !implication be a vote in favor of the establishment of a per
manent naval base at this point. 

1\fr. BATES rose. 
.Mr. TAWNEY. Just a moment. I want to conclude this re

port, and then I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
These questions were brought before the board by an order of the 

President, dated October 26, 1907. 
After ma1:ure consideration of all features involved, the joint boaro 

unanimously adopted the following resolutions: 
" I. 'That the proper defense of the Philippine Islands Includes tbt 

fortification of the entrances of both Manila and Subic bays, such forti
fication being essential both to protect the armed forces of the United 
States and tQ prevent occupation by an enemy. 

"U. That in order to sustain any policy of the United States in the 
Orient, a suitable naval base in the Philippines i!l' essential-" 

A fact that every 1\Iemb-er of Congress has long since recog· 
nized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 1\Iin· 
nesota has expired. 

Mr. T.A. WNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that I may proceed fot• 
five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY (reading) : 
"And that, in the selection of such a base, it is necessary to consider 

the adaptability of the site for purposes connected with the shelter, 
supply, and repair of a fleet and its capability of defense against at· 
tacks both from land and sea for such a period as may be nece sa.ry 
for the preparation and transfer of the batt1e fleet to Philippine waters 
from the most distant station at which it may be tound at the out
break of hostilities, probably the Atlantic coast of the United States. 

.. III. That, as to the first named of these considerations, Subic Bay 
is the most suitable port 1n the Philippines ; as to the second, the 
Army bas determined that the conditions surrounding Subic Bay are 
such that no land fortifications of any kind can be erected covering the 
bay which will eDable the Army to hold it, with any such land 
force as Congress is at all liable to authorize for permanent main
tenance in the Philippine Islands, against a serious land atta-ck. 

" IV. 'l'hat the alternative is to locate the naval base in Manila Bay. 
"V. That, in the event of threatened hostilities involving the Philip

pine Islands before the establishment of a naval base in Manila Bay, 
all the military resources of the United States available in those is· 
lands should be devoted to the protection of the tempo1·ary naval base, 
wherever it may be." 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this proposition is in line with the rec
ommendations made by the board appointed by the President, 
a board that specifically considered these very questions that 
were submitted to it by the President of the United States, and 
upon that theory and the recommendations of this board and 
upon the theOl'y that this was to be our policy, the Oommittee 
on Appropriations at this session of Congress carried in the 
fortifications appropriation bill an appropTiation for the proper 
fortification and protection to the entrance to Manila nay. 
That plan, when complete, contemplates two islands, or one 

I 
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artificial island in addition to the island now there. This all 
comes in one general plan for the fortification of Manila Bay 
in order that the Army and the Navy together may be able to 
hold out ag:tinst either a land or a sea attack long enough to 
enable our Government to send such relief as is necessary for 
the purpose. I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama. 

1\!r. HOBSON. Does the gentleman interpret the report of 
the joint board to mean that that board decides unanimously 
that Subic Bay ought to be permanently abandoned? 

l\Ir. TAWNEY. I do not. I do not know that it means that 
Subic Bay is to be abandoned, but I will say to the gentleman 
from Alabama that the officers who appeared before the Com
mittee on Appropriations, or the Subcommittee on Fortifica
tions, did state most positively that Subic Day was to be aban
doned as a permanent naval base. There was nothing said 
about its maintenance or maintaining it as a temporary naval 
base. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BATES]. 

Mr. FOSS. Ask him whether that was the testimony of na\al 
or Army officers. 

1\!r. HOBSON. Will you state who those were wllo gave 
statements that way and to the contrary? 

1\lr. TAWNEY. I refer the gentleman to the hearings on 
the fortifications bill. General Crozier was one and General 
Mackenzie was the other. 

Mr. BATES. I desire to ask the gentleman from Minnesota, 
because I honor his opinion, concerning this amendment which 
was offered and to which substitute he was going to address 
himself--

Mr. TAWNEY. I was trying to do so. 
:Mr. BATES. Does the gentleman think it would be wise in 

passing an appropriation bill to inject into it any words that 
could be construed into a declaration that we were not to per
manently retain control of the Philippine Islands? Is not that 
a declaration that has no place in an appropriation bill? 

Mr. TA. 'VNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsyl
nmi::l, for whose opinion I have a very high respect, that there 
is nothing contained in the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Indiana that e\en winks at the possibility of our 
abandoning the Philippine Islands. There is nothing of that 
kind involYed or recommended or that can be held by construc
tion to be inYolved in the report of this joint board. 

l\Ir. DATES. Then may I ask further, Mr. Chairman, why 
is not the language of the section as submitted by the commit
tee utterly respectable and sufficient? It does not state in this 
s~ction that this is to be a permanent station. It merely states 
it is toward the improvement and development of a naval sta
tion at Olongapo, Philippine Islands. Why, therefore, should 
we inject into it a declaration which can be construed into a 
declaration of abandonment later on? 

l\Ir. TAWNEY. If the committee had included in that para
graph the word "temporary," and made it read "for mainte
nance and development" there, I admit, then, that the gentle
man's inquiry would be pertinent. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. TA Wl\TEY. In just a moment. The language of the 

paragraph tts it is presented to the committee here implies that 
this money is to be expended in the development and mainte
nance of a permanent na\al base. Now, l\Ir. Chairman, in 
"View of the recommendations of this joint board, in view of the 
plan that has been submitted at this session of Congress for the 
fortifications along the line recommended by this board, if we 
do not now declare whether or not we are going to favor Subic 
Bay as a permanent naval base, then we will have two naval 
bases as a necessary consequence hereafter, if the Army and 
Navy join in asking that these recommendations that they now 
make be respected and recognized and appropriated for by Con
gress. It is not my purpose to interfere in the least with the 
maintenance of our military or naval power in the Philippine 
Islancls. All I want to preyent is the establishment of two per
manent na"Val bases in the Philippine Islands as the result of 
the disagreement that has heretofore existed between these two 
arms of the service, or because of any disagreement that may 
result hereafter. That is the reason for my opposition, and I 
think that when the l\Iembers of the House vote on this propo
sition, if they understand they are not voting to interfere in 
the least with the maintenance of the temporary nava) base 
there, but would merely declare, in line with the recommenda
tions of this board, that we will not establish a permanent na\al 
base there, we will be voting, then, in accordance with what, I 
belieYe, is for the best interests of the Government here and in 
the Philippine Islands. 

l\Ir. BATES. I desire to ask the gentleman one question. 
Did the gentleman from Minnesota, in his fortification bill from 

the Appropriation Committee in the item for the fortification of 
this harbor, say that that was not to be permanent? Did he 
make the declaration to the Congress, to the country, and to the 
world, when he was providing for fortifications at this point
a proviso that they were not intended to be permanent, but might 
be taken away in a few weeks or a few months? Such a declara
tion, Mr. Chairman, was certainly not made in his own bill. 

1\Ir. TAWNEY. The fortifications that are there now are to 
be permanent and they will be permanent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Just one minute more, l\Ir. Chairman. The 

officers who appeared before the committee did not make any 
estimates· for further fortifications at Subic Bay, upon the 
ground that the plans for the establishment of a permanent 
base at Subic Bay had been abandoned. 

1\fr. DRISCOLL and 1\Ir. PAYNE rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [1\fr. 

DRISCOLL] is recognized. 
Mr. DRISCOLL. If my colleague [l\Ir. PAYNE] wants to say 

a word, I will be glad to yield to him. 
.Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have a word 

now, as I have to go away, because this amendment was in
troduced in the committee here by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CRUMPACKER] at my suggestion, and my thought, Mr. 
Chairman, was this: The objections to Subic Bay were stated 
to some of us who went to the islands three years ago by the 
officers of the Army, and it seemed to be the universal opinion 
among those officers that Olongapo was impracticable because 
of the impossibility of defending it from the re!lr, while the 
naval officers, most of them, thought it was the best place. 
Some of· them did not; they agreed with the Army officers. 
But I thought that it was not best to have this matter go on 
in the way it has been going. 1\Iy eloquent friend from Illi
nois [Mr. Foss], chairman of the committee, who always is 
able to make a great big argument out of a "Very small prem
ise-and sometimes he uses a large one when he deals hea"Vier 
and sledge-hammer blows-was contending a few moments ago 
that we had expended $2,750,000 for Subic Bay and Olongapo, 
and that therefore Congress had established a permanent na\al 
station there. 

That is hardly true, Mr. Chairman. If there is any element 
of truth in that proposition, I do not think it is best now, 
with the difference of feeling and opinion that there is among 
the Members of the House, to add even a straw's weight to 
that argument of my friend from Illinois [Mr. Foss] by an 
appropriation of $100,000, so that ne:xt year he can say: "We 
have expended $2,850,000, and the matter is settled." Rather, 
let this amendment go in. Let them use the $100,000 for the 
temporary use there, but not for the permanent use, and then 
let the Committee on Naval Affairs consider the subject and 
bring all the information there is before the House. Then let 
my friend from Pennsylvania [1\!r. BATES] come in, as he did the 
other day, with a bill for Pearl Harbor, a bill that was so 
wise and so well fortified by the facts that were stated in his 
report that it went through the House by almost a unani
mous vote, locating Pearl Harbor as a naval base in the 
Hawaiian Islands. When they have fairly considered this 
matter and focused their minds upon it-the great naval minds 
of this great committee of the House-let them bring in their 
bill in their frank, manly sort of way, and not try to sneak it 
in with a hundred thousand dollars here and a hundred thou
sand dollars there. Let the Congress understand just what 
they are doing and decide as to which is the proper place for 
this naval station. I shall be ready to listen to their arguments 
fully and fa.irly, and try to decide justly, as far as my vote is 
concerned. And, if I agree with them, I will vote for their 
bill, wherever they establish their naval station, and, if I do 
not, I shall just as cheerfully "Vote for an amendment to es
tablish it somewhere else. Let the bill finally receive the ap
proval of both Houses of Congress, so that Congress may un
derstand, and the country may understand through the law, 
just what Congress proposes to do. 

Then when we make the appropriation for this place, it will 
be understood when it is put in the law whether it is a tempo
rary or a permanent naval base we are building up. 

l\fr. BATES. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York whether he thinks that this money would be expendeti in 
a different way by adding the statement that the station is not 
to be permanent, and why should you couple that with the ap
provria tion? 

1\Ir. PAYNE. For the same argument made by the chairman 
?rf your co~ttee, that we have expended $2,750,000, and 

Congress Itself had settled this question, and Olonga})o was 
t?~ place, and there was no other place in the Philippines for 
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this na:ml station." He simply adds a straw to that line of 
argument, which I do not believe in, but which might catch 
some :Members. 

Ir. BATES. It certainly did not hurt the gentleman from 
New York or uny Member of the House. 

1\fr. PAY.r~E. It certainly did not hurt me. 
1\Ir. DRISCOLL. 1\lr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 

this morning said that the more he read and the more he heard 
about Olongapo and Subic Bay and Cavite and l\l~ni1a the 
more confused he became in this matter. 1\fr. Chairman, I 
am one of those not confused with reference to it. I have 
clear and definite views on the general proposition, upon which 
this particular question or amendment bears. I am one of 
that large and rapidly growing class of Americans who re
gret exceedingly that we got into the Philippine entanglement 
(applause] and who hope to live to see the day when we can 
honorably get out. [Renewed applause.] I do not mean to say 
that we should sell or trade them away. Whatever may be our 
legal right, we have no moral right. to sell 8,000,000 souls, even 
with their lands, homes, and firesides, but we have a moral 
riaht to educate them and we have a right to elevate them polit
ic~lly, physically, morally and industrially, and every other 
way so that they can maintain a republic of their own over 
there. (Applause.] When that time comes, and I hope it will 
come within the lives of men here present, then we will get an 
agreement on the part of all the powerful nations to keep their 
hands off the islands and allow them to work out their own 
destiny and establish a republic in the Orient after the model of 
the great Republic of the West. 

Now sir when that time comes we will need a great natural 
harbor' ov~r there, either an island or a part of an island, on 
which we can construct our own improvements. Subic Bay is 
by all means best fitted for that purpose. We can not retain 
Cn:vite if we surrender the rest of the islands, because Cavite 
is in the great Bay of Manila. It is inside the same fortifica
tions as Manila. Guns from Cavite could be trained on the 
city of 1\Ianila. We can not retain 1\fanila without retaining 
Luzon because Manila is the heart of Luzon. We can not 
retain' Luzon without retaining the rest of the islands, because 
Luzon is the most populous and the most advanced in all re
spects and really the heart of the whole archipelago. Therefore 
when we surrender .American occupation, we must withdraw 
from 1\Ianila and Cavite. In that event we can retain Subic 
Bay as a permanent naval, coaling, and commercial sta.tion, as. a 
sort of foothold there which we may use also as a tradmg basis. 
No nation would object to that or accuse us of bad faith. We 
would be justified in doing it, and the Filipinos would doubt
less be willing to make that concession. Now, what do you 
propose to do? If you pass this amendment Y.ou prac~ica~y 
abandon Subic Bay, and when you abandon SubiC Bay, 1t will 
indicate to the world that we are going to fortify Cavite as a 
permanent naval basis, an~ that will i~~ic~te, further, that 
we are going to hold possesswn of the Phihppmes permanent!~. 
I do not believe the American people will stand for that. Senti
ment is growing the other way all the time. The best part of 
our citizenship is in favor of giving these people an opportunity 
to work out their own destiny after we set them up. [Ap
plause.] Therefore, I am in favor of giving this $100,000 to 
keep up the improvements we have there, so the impression will 
not go out that we are to abandon the polic~ pr~ctically adopted 
by this country with reference to the Ph11Ipprnes. [Renewed 
applause.] . 

l\Ir. FOSS. I move to close all debate on the paragraph and 
all amendments in ten minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
l\!r. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I shall not undertake to pit 

my technical knowledge against that of the gentleman from Ala
bama in regard to naval matters; but I may, with becoming 
modesty at least, express an opinion as to the use of the En
glish language. The gentleman took exception to the inter
pretation placed upon the report made by the joint committee 
of Army and naval officers. That report clearly establishes 
certain facts, and it does not require technical knowledge to 
determine them. The first matter of fact that it establishes is 
that we need, not bases, but a naval base in the Philippine Is
lnnds. 

The report says thn.t in order to sustain any policy of the 
United States in the Orient a suitable naval base in the Philip
pines is essential. It does not say '·suitable naval bases." 

1\ow, what else did it determine? It having started with this 
premise of a single naval base, determined what particular base 
was the one best suited to the needs of America. The identical 
question was whether it should be Subic Bay or Ca vite; and in 

order to show that I am right, · again I will read some more 
plain English : 

Jon."T BOARD, 
Washington, Janum·y 31, 1908. 

SIR: The joint board at its meeting of this date and at various 
meetings previously held took up the consideration of the question .of 
the suitability of Subic Bay for a naval base, havi!lg r<~~ard to 1~s 
capability for defense, by the United States forces which w1ll be avail
able against attack from both the sea and land sides; and further, as 
to whether the naval base, with all its appurtenances, should not be 
located behind the fortifications of Manila Bay. 

That was a square issue, made between the advocates of the 
two places. Now, what did they decide? And it is not left in 
doubt. They decided : 

IV. That the alternative is to locate the naval base in Manila Bay. 

The view both of the Army and the Navy in regard to the 
suitableness of it, both as a naval base and in regard to its cnpa
bility for defense, was that as an alternative the naval base 
should be located in Manila Bay, and they meant a final alterna
tive, for the fifth paragraph proves that, and not by any strange 
construction of English, for it says: 

V. That in the event of threatened hostilities involving the Philip
pine Isl3Jids before the establishment of a naval base in Manila Bay, all 
the military resources of the United States available in those islands 
should be devoted to the protection of the temporary naval base, wher
ever it may be. 

Now, what is the answer that is made to that? It is two
fold. First, the gentleman from .A.labnma [Mr. HoBsoN] tells 
you that the word "base" does not mean naval station in the 
sense in which the House has been considering it. If it does not, 
it at least means all that both the Army and the Navy had in 
contemplation for the Philippine Islands, because they use the 
word "ba,Se" in determining that they wm have but one naval 
base, without regard to the particular point. The word base 
means the same in one part of the report that it does in the 
other. 

Now, the other argument is that notwithstanding this official 
report bearing the signature of Admiral Dewey as the senior 
officer of the joint commission, some of the favored members of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs have had private letters or 
telephone communications to the effect that .Admiral Dewey was 
not convinced, but simply overwhelmed by the other members. 
He signed the unanimous report, and I repeat again, with all 
proper respect to the distinguished Admii"al,. that it would have 
been infinitely better for Congress and infinitely hetter for the 
country if he had seen fit to make a minority report against the 
findings of tllat board rather than sign a unanimous report in 
fa•or of Cavite and then send to the Naval Affairs Committee 
his personal opinion that he was in favor of Olongapo as against 
Cavite; and I ask this Committee of the Whole to follow the last 
recommendation of a board appointed by the President to de
termine this special question, and it did determine this ques
tion in English so plain that he who runs may read. [Applause.] 

l\1r. FOSS. :Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has alluded to the 
joint board of the Army and the Navy, but he can not point 
to one single statement anywhere in writing that the President 
of the United States has approved of the report of the joint 
board of the Army and the Navy. We have had several joint 
boards, and the gentleman from Minnesota [l\fr. T.A.WNEY] sug
gested that here was a joint board appointed by the President. 
Will the gentleman from Minnesota name any joint board in 
the last ten years that has not been appointed by the President? 
We have had several reports from joint boards heretofore 
upon this proposition, and they have been unanimously in favor 
of Subic Bay, but this year this is a joint board that makes a 
report against it, because they say the Army can not defend 
Subic Bay. There was no trouble about this question of the 
location at Subic Bay until this year. In 1904 we established 
this naval station, and the matter was before the Congress. The 
Secretary appeared with estimates before our committee, and 
this whole subject was explained in our report, discussed here 
on the floor, and year after year we have been making appro
priations, only small ones it jg true, about $100,000 each year, 
toward this naval station. So there is no question as to the 
establishment of it, but the .Army has come in this last year and 
put its nose into the Navy's business, and says we are going to 
locate a naval station at Cavite where you can not get a battle 
ship within two miles. I have beeu in the Philippine Islands, 
and have seen Army stations her~ and there, but no naval 
officer has ever, and the Navy Department has never, attempted 
to locate any Army station. The Army is attempting to say 
where the naval stations shall be established against the unani
mous opinion of the leading naval authorities, against the 
opinion of four Secretaries of the Navy that we have had during 
the last four years. I would like to know whether we are go
ing to follow the Army on naval matters, or whether we are 



1908. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 

going to follow the Navy on naval matters. Are we going to 
put this base where a few Army officers say it ought to be when 
appearing before the Committee on Appropriations in discussing 
fortifications, or are we going to follow Admiral Dewey and 
other great authorities of our Navy, and establish it where it 
ought to be? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman from Illinois kindly tell 
us at what period we should follow Admiral Dewey? 

Mr. FOSS. Admiral Dewey was president of the joint board 
and signed the report as president, but the report of the board 
has never been approved, and I say to the committee that I 
hope it will stand by the recommendations of the Committee on 
Na\al Affairs. I now yield to the gentleman .from Penngylva
nia [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1\lr. Chairman, we seem to have some diffi
.culty in understanding Admiral Dewey. He says in this re
port that if we desire to have a naval station defended from the 
land side we ought to go to Manila Bay; that if we desire to 
have any water upon which to float the ships we should make 
the naval base at Subic Bay. 

I have had twelve years' experience, and I have grown weary 
of seeing the attempt of the Department to sail ships across an 
ordinary fog that settles in the meadow in the morning. 
[Laughter.] I am in favor of Subic Bay for a naval station 
because of its fitness. All of the naval authorities are in favor 
of Subic Bay, and, above all, the President of the United States 
induced Congress to locate the station at Subic Bay. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, a lawyer once proved that the 
Bible said " There is no God." But the true reading of the 
Bible is ''The fool hath said in his heart, There is no God." 
I believe that the able, legal ability of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] could discover anything in any state
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. HOBSON. Let us vote down the amendment and stand 
by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [1\lr. CRUMPACKE:&j . 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CRUMPACKER] there were--ayes 21, noes 70. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. 1\Ir, Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment. · 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the words "improvement and development" and 

insert tile word " maintenance," and between the words " the " and 
" naval " and insert the word " existing." 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to consume 
any time in discussing the amendment, and I ask for a vote._ 

Mr. FOSS. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 
Mr. DRISCOLL. l\lr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 
The CHAillMAl~. The gentleman from New York asks unan

imous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? 

:Mr. WILLIAl\IS. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to object. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Plans and specifications for public works : Navy Department: Plans 

and estimates required by section 3663, Revised Statutes, and plans and 
specifications for public works, $30,000. 

l\Ir. S;\IITH of California. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow
ing amendment: 

On page 36, after line 25, insert : 
"P1·o,;idetl. That the President is hereby authorized to appoint a com

mis ion consisting of two naval and two Army officers and one civilian 
to examine the shores of San Diego Bay and report to the President the 
point best suited for the location of a dry dock, with an estimate of the 
probable cost thereof. For the expenses of said commission the sum 
of $23,000." 

l\Ir. FOSS. 'J;'o that, M:r. Chairman, I will reserve a point of 
order. 

1\Ir. S:\IITH of California. Mr. Chairman, we have had a 
goou deal of war talk lntely, and it all points toward the Pa
cific, and I suppose everyone feels that if there is any danger 
of a naval war, it is on the Pacific. For myself, I do not feel 
so much alarmed that I do not sleep well at night [laughter], 
because the time for a war between this country and the Orient 
has not yet arri'red, in my opinion, and will not arrive until at 
some future time when, in revising the tariff, we discriminate 
against manufacturers of the oriental countries. Then we may 
get a war. It will not come out of the subject of immigration, 
in my opinion. 

If we are going to have a Navy and the activities are going 
to be on the Pacific Ocean, it is just as important to have yards 
and docks as it is to have vessels. A navy is of small conse-

quence unless the vessels can be cared for and repafred. It 
would not be going beyond the truth to say that it would be ut
terly impossible to dock a battle ship on the Pacific Ocean at 
the present time in a Government yard. That condition of 
things ought not to continue, and while we are making some 
progress at Puget Sound and a beginning is being made at 
Pearl HaTbor, we have had for the last few days here some 
very instructive and eloquent statements to the ejj'ect that a 
naval base on an island is not the safest to count upon under 
all E>mergencies. 

It seems to me that we ought to begin at least to look into 
the wisdom of establishing greater facilities on the shores of the 
continent. I hope the gentleman will not insist on the point 
of order, but that there may be a vote upon this amendment, 
which merely looks to an investigation and a r eport as to 
whether there is suitable water and other suitable ad·mntages 
for a naval station at the southern extremity of our Pacific 
coast lines. It would take many years, of course, to bring 
about the improvements, but by the time the Isthmus of Pan
ama is penetrated by the canal there will be still greater need 
for naval equipment in the southern waters of the 'Gnited 
St.c'ltes. 

The CHAIRi\IAN. Does the gentleman insist on the point of 
order? 

Mr. FOSS. I insist on the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order." 

MESSAGE FROM THE SEN ATE. 

The committee informally rose; and ?!Ir. YouNG having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. CRoCKETT, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
had passed joint resolution and bill of the following titles, in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested : 

S. R. 78. Joint resolution establishing the boundary line be
tween the States of Colorado and Oklahoma and the Territory 
of New Mexico; and 

S. 6163. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell and dispose of the surplus unallotted agricultural lands of 
the Spokane Indian Reservation, Wash., and to place the tim
ber lands of said reservation in a national forest. 

The message also annofmced that the Senate had agre~d to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
( S. 24) to increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Reve
nue-Cutter Service. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Floating derricks: One 100-ton floating derrick (to cost $250,000), 

$100,000. 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 

against that, and will ask the chairman of the committee to 
explain it. The cost of this floating derrick as proposed in this 
amendment is enormous, very much more in my judgment than 
such a floating derrick should cost. A similar piece of ma
chinery, it seems to me, could be produced for the amount of 
money that is appropriated. I happen to be in the line of busi
ness where machinery of this kind is used, and I have had the 
experience of having this kind of machinery built. I happen to 
own some of this kind of machinery, and my honest judgment 
is that this 'limit of cost for this particular machine is two and 
a half times what it ought to be. I just want to ask the 
chairman of the committee whether he has rnade sufficient in· 
vestigation of the need of this and the necessity of this amount 
of money being expended to warrant him in making the recom
mendation. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the Chief of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, Admiral Holliday~ appeared before the committee 
and recommended this item, which is for a 100-ton flouting der
rick. He says they are the greatest machines in the world. 

Mr. 111ADDEN. They are. 
Mr. FOSS. We do not know, as members of the committee, 

whether this is more than he ought to have or not, but we took 
his judgment, of course, as the Chief of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks. This was the estimate which he sent to us, and 
the committee does not feel like making any less estimate. He 
asked for four derricks, and we gave him only one. 

Mr. BUTLER. I feel sure that he will buy it for 16sS 
money if he can. 

1\Ir. FOSS. Yes. 
Mr. MADDEN. The limit of cost is e:x:cessi\e. There is no 

doubt about that. 
Mr. FOSS. He does not have to spend the full limit ef cost. 

r. MADDEN. I realize the importance of having possession 
of such machinery as this. It is the most valuable rna chinery 
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that can be used in the movement of heavy commodities from 
place to place where they have water front, but I was in hopes 
that the committee might see the justice ·of recommending only 
such a smu of money for the construction of this machinery as 
the machine ought to cost. I still believe that $100,000 is all 
that this machine should cost, and the appropriaion of $250,000 
is far in excess of what should be appropriated. I withdraw 
the point of order, and I will offer an amendment fixing the 
limit of cost at $100,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws 
his point . of order and offers an amendment which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
On page 37, line 5, strike out "two hundred and fifty" and insert 

"one hundred." 
1\fr. FOSS. I call for a vote and hope that it will be voted 

down. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Illinois. · 
The question was taken and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For the erection of three fireproof buildings, to be used. as magazines 

and filling house, and including necessary grading, walks, and landing 
stage, $7,000. 

Mr. :MADDEN. I reserve the point of order on this so as to 
ask the gentleman in charge of the bill what the necessity for 
all t}lese magazines and filling houses, and so forth, is. 

Mr. FOSS. Those were made upon the recommendation of 
the Chief of the Bureau, I will say. They used ammunition 
down there in the education of the cadets, for experimental 
purposes, and one thing and another, and it is to store that am
munition. It is a small amount. 

Mr. MADDEN. I withdraw the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Naval hospital, Great Lakes: For the erection of naval hospital 

buildings, to cost not to exceed $250,000, $100,000 . . 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 

the last word. I would like to inquire where this hospital is, 
and what it is. 

Mr. FOSS. That is in connection with the naval training 
station. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is part of the ootfit there, for which Con
gress has already provided. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I withdraw the amendment. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose ; and Mr. LANDIS having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by 1\fr. CROCKETT, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the following concurr~nt resolution: 

House concurrent resolution 37. 
Resolved by the House of R eprese-ntativ es (the Senate concurring), 

That in enrolling the bill H. R. 20310, relating to the liability of com
mon carriers by railroads, to their employees in certain cases, the en
rolling clerk be directed to correct said bill by inserting in section 3, 
aftet· the word "railroad," in line 2, the words " under or by virtue 
of any of the provisions of this act," so that said section 3 will read 
as follows: 

" SEc. 3. That in all actions hereafter brought against any such 
common carrier by railroad, under or by virtue of any of the provisions 
of this act, to recover damages for personal injuries to an employee, or 
where such injuries have resulted in his death, the fact that the em
ployee may have been guilty of contributory negligence shall not bar a 
r ecovery, but the damages shall be diminished by the jury in propor
tion to the amount of negligence attributable to such employee : Pro
vided, That no such employee who may be injured or killed shall be held 
to have been guilty of contributory negligence in any case where the 
violation by such common carrier of any statute enacted for the safety 
of employees contributed to the injury or death of such employee." 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
In all, $6,547,903.75. • 
1\fr. FOSS. l\Ir. Chairman, in view of the fact that the 

committee passed favorably upon allowing 3,000 additional 
men to be made immediately available, it will be necessary 
to increase this appropriation, and accordingly I move to strike 
out, in lines 15 and 16, all the words after " six million " and 
insert "$931,153.75," so that it will read, "in all, $6,931,153.75." 

The CHA.IRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Page 47, amend lines 15 and 16 so as to read, "in all, $6,931,153.75." 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR. 
Construction and repair of vessels: For preservation and completion 

of vessels on the s t ocl•s and in ordinary; purchal'!e of materials and 
stores of all kinds ; s team steerers, pneumatic steerers, steam capstans, 
steam windlasses, and all other auxiliaries; labor in navy-yards and 
on foreign stations ; purchase of machinery and tools for use in shops; 
carrying on work of experimental model tank; designing naval vessels; 

construction and repair of yard craft, lighters, and barges; wear, 
tear. and repair o! vessels afloat; general care, increasei and protection 
of the Navy in the line of construction and repair; inc dental ~xpenses 
for vessels and navy-yards, inspectors' offices, such as advertising, 
photographing, books, professional magazines, plans, stationery, and 
instruments for drafting room, $8,000,000 : Providecl, That no part of 
this sum shall be applied to the repair · of any wooden ship when the 
estimated cost of such repairs, to be appraised by a competent board 
of naval officers, shall exceed 10 per cent of the estimated cost, ap
prais ed in like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like 
matel"ial : P1·o videa fm·ther, That no part of this sum shall be applied 
to the repair of any other ship when the estimated cost of such re
pairs, to be appraised by a competent board of naval officers, shall 
exceed 20 per cent of the estimated cost, appraised in like manner, o! 
a new ship of the same size and like matenal: p,·ov ided further, That 
nothing herein contained shall deprive the Secretary of the Navy of 
the authority to order repairs of ships damaged in foreign waters or 
on the high seas, so far as may be necessary to bring them home ; and 
the Secretary of the Navy is 'hereby authorized to make expenditures 
for repairs and changes on vessels in excess of $200,000, or in excess 
of 20 per cent of the estimated cost, appraised in like manner, of a 
new ship of the same size and like material : Pt·ov ided further·, That 
such expenditures on any ship shall not exceed the amounts reported 
as necessary theL"efor under the various bureaus of the Navy Depart
ment, said reports having been transmitted to Congress in conformity 
with the provisions of the act making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908. -

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on the language contained in this paragraph, beginning line 22, 
page 53, to line 8, page 54, on the ground that it is new legisla
tion. 

1\Ir. l!~oss . 1\Ir. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of 

order or reserve it? 
Mr. TAWNEY. I reserve the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. FOSS. :Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman is familiar 

with the necessity for this provision. It will be recalled that 
on our appropriation bill of last year we provided-

That the Secretary of the Navy will hereafter report to Congress, at 
the commencement of each regular session, the number o:t vessels ana 
their names upon which any repairs or changes are proposed which iu 
any case shall amount to more than $200,000, the extent of such pro
posed repairs or changes, and the amounts estimated to be needed for 
the same in each vessel; and expenditures for such repairs or changes 
so limited shall be made only after appropriations in detail are provided 
for by Congress. 

Now, in pursuance of that provision, which was enacted into 
law last year upon the appropriation bill, the Secretary of the 
Navy sends a letter, known as Document No. 657, giving the 
vessels and amount of repairs on each in accordance with that 
provision, and in order to make these necessary repairs it will 
be necessary for us to give him the authority which is con
tained in these lines to which the gentleman makes the point of 
order. 

1\fr. 1\fADDEN. Did I understand the gentleman to say the 
Secretary of the Navy gives the names of the vessels? 

1\Ir. FOSS. Yes. 
Mr. MADDEN. Why not specify the amount to be expended 

on each vessel? 
Mr. FOSS. Well, that is quite a long--
:Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman in charge of 

the bill stated I was familiar with the provision, and I am 
familiar with the provision carried in the previous law. Until 
the first session of the last Congress there had never been any 
limitation whatever upon the amount the Secretary of the Navy 
could expend in the repairs of a battle ship, aud in the last 
session of the Fifty-ninth Congress the Committee on Naval 
Affairs reported in favor of a 20 per cent limitation, and added 
the provision which the gentleman in charge of the bill has 
read, requiring the Secretary of the Navy, where the proposed 
repairs exceeded $200,000, to submit to Congress an estimate 
of the cost of the repairs on each ship which it was necessary 
to repair. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this legislation was to 
give to Congress control over the amount of money to be ex
pended in making repairs, and it was also to give Congress the 
power to determine whether or not the repairs should be made 
and how much should be expended in making those repairs. 
Now, it is proposed by this provision to again restore to the 
Secretary of the Navy the absolute discretion he has heretofore 
exercised in the repair of any battle ship he may deem in need 
of repair, regardless of the cost of that repair. It is placing in 
the Secretary of the Navy a discretion in regard to public ex
penditure that no other otlicer of the Executive Departments •Df 
the Government possesses. In other words, if he simply reports 
to Congre~s the necessity for the reconstruction of a 1essel he is 
authorized to go on and make the repair, regardless of the cost. 
Now, in the British navy the British Admiralty can on1y expend 
$50,000 in the repair of a vessel without express authority from 
Parliament. 

It was my purpose in first proposing this amendment and in 
supporting the proposition requiring the report to be made to 
Congress- it was my purpose and hope that the Committc;e on 
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NaYal Affairs would take the trouble to in"Vestigate these re
ports and these estimates for repairs on particular ships and 
bring in specific appropriations for the repair of each vessel 
which the Secretary of the Navy recommended to be repaired, 
and not to accept his report as conclusive, and then come to 
the House with the recommendation that the Secretary be al
lowed to make any and all repairs which may have been ap
pro"Ved by the board above $200,000, regardless of the amount 
we give him. It is for this reason, l\Ir. Chairman, that I make 
the point of order against the proposition. 

1\Ir. PADGETT. :Will the gentleman reserve it for a moment 
or two? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will reserve the point of order. 
1\fr. PADGETT. 1\Ir. Chairman, I think the distinguished 

gentleman from Minnesota, the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, is too broad in his statement as to the action of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs and the provisions of this bill. 
On page 54 you will find the language: 

P1·ovided fttrther, That such expenditures on any ship shall not ex
ceed the amount reported as necessary therefor under the various bu· 
reaus of the Navy Department, said reports having been transmitted to 
Congress in conformity with the a.ct--

1\fr. TA W?\TEY. That is exactly why I do object to it, I will 
say to my distinguished friend, because it gives to the Depart
ment the discretion, first, of determining the amount to be ex
pended in the making of the repairs, and authorizes the Depart
ment to make th~ repairs and report to nobody. The only thing 
the Department does now, or is required to do under this provi
sion, is to report, first, what ships need repair, and the amounts. 
Now, you propose by this language to give the Department the 
power of going on and expending the money appropriated for 
repairs within the limits of the report of the Department, and 
not within the limits of the recommendations of Congress. 

Mr. PADGETT. Now, if the gentleman pleases, I would like 
to know what function of Government would determine the 
amount to be expended upon any ship except the Navy Depart-
ment? · 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Congress of the United States, I will say 
to the gentleman, with all due respect. It is the function of the 
Department to make recommendations, but it is· the function of 
Congress to pass finally upon those recommendations, and deter
mine, first, whether the repairs shall be made, and a.t what cost; 
and it was to take away from the Department the discretion 
which it has heretofore had and exercised of making any repail; 
at any cost and report to nobody, that this provision was put in 
the last appropriation bill. And it can be carried out, if the gen
tleman's committee will consider the report that has been sub
mitted, and then recommend appropriations for the specific re
pairs that are recommended by the Department. 

Mr. PADGETT. The committee has done that very thing. 
The Department submitted detailed estimates to the Congress in 
conformity with the requirements of law. The matter was be
fore the committee, was considered by the committee, and the 
committee has reported this authorization for the Department to 
make the repairs upon the specific ships named in the report, 
and not to exceed the amount specified in the report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, the gentleman is entirely mistaken. This 
language will authorize the Secretary of the Navy to make any 
repairs on any vessel. 

Mr. PADGETT. No, sir. 
M:r. TAWNEY. Regardless of the cost, if it is above $200,000, 

and within the amount recommended by the board. 
Mr. PADGETT. It does not. 
Mr. TAWNEY. ProYided that the board or the bureau have 

recommended such repairs. 
Mr. PADGETT. It does not. It says: "Provided-" let me 

give the language. 
1\fr. TAWNEY. The language, I will say to the gentleman 

from Tennessee, is this : 
And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to make expen· 

ditures for repairs and changes on vessels-
Not any particular vessel-

in excess of $200,000, or in excess of 20 per centum of the estimated 
cost, appraised in like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like 
material. 

Provided fttrtlzer, That such expenditure on any ship-

Not on the ships that the Department has recommended to 
Congress should be repaired, but on any ship-
shall not exceed the amounts reported as necessary therefor under the 
various bureaus of the Navy Department. 

1\Ir. FOSS. Read on to the next line. 
1\fr. PADGETT. Let me ask the gentleman in plain Eng

lish if " any ship " does n·ot mean the ship reported to the 
Congress in pursuance of that law? Here is a report in 

XLII--297 

which each ship is given, the amount required for the iill
provements in the several bureaus, specially, specifically 
stated and itemized, and the provision here is that the Secretary 
is authorized to improve any of the ships on which he has made 
the report and submitted the estimates to Congress, and he 
could not improve or spend one dollar on any other ship ex
cept the one that has been named in this report and in the 
bureaus mentioned in the report; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes
see [Mr. P .ADGE'IT] has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Tennessee many proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. PADGETT] that this provision as framed will become perma
nent law. It is a permanent authorization to the Secretary 
of the Navy to make repairs on any ship where the cost of the 
repair exceeds $200,000 or 20 per cent of the cost of the ship, 
"provided that the expenditure shall not exceed the amOlmts 
reported as necessary therefor under the various bureaus of 
the Navy Department, said reports having been transmitted to 
Congress in conformity with the provisions of the act making 
appropriations for the naval service," and so forth. So that 
hereafter all that is necessary to authorize the Secretary of 
the Kavy to expend any amount within the appropriation for 
repairs that the board may recommend is for that board to 
have transmitted its report to Congress. That means to future 
Congresses, it having transmitted its report to this, the first 
session of this Congress. 

Now, I submit to the gentleman from Tennessee and ·the gen
tleman from Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, that it was not the intention of Congress when this 
legislation was incorporated in the last naval appropriation 
bill to merely receive the report made by the Department as 
to the ships that ought to be repaired, and the amount necessary 
for the repairs in each case. That was not alone the purpose. 
It was intended to give Congress information as to what re
pairs were deemed necessary, what ships should be repaired, 
what the cost was to be, and then let Congress appropriate 
specifically for the repair of each vessel, according to its judg
ment as to whether the repairs should or should not be made. 
Now, what happened at the beginning of last Congres~--

lli. PADGETT. Now, may I ask the gentleman just there 
Do you mean to insist that it shall be excluded from the navai 
appropriation bill and come in a separate bill? 

l\fr. TAWNEY. No, sir; I do not; but it should be carried 
just the same in this bill as any repairs are carried in other 
appropriation bills. The appropriation should be made specific. 
KO'f, let me give the gentleman a little information as to how 
this legislation arose. At the beginning of the last Congress a 
deficiency was submitted from the Naval Department for this 
Bureau of more than $2,000,000. Upon investigation it was 
found that that deficiency arose as a result of the Secretary of 
the Navy diverting appropriations for the reconstruction of yes
sels without authority from Congress; and to prevent that the 
first attempt was made to limit the expenditure to 10 per cent 
but it failed; and in the next session your committee brought 
in here a limitation of 20 per cent, with an additional limita
tion requiring the Department, when the repairs necessary were 
abo"Ve $200,000, to submit the repairs and the necessity for the 
repairs with an estimate to Congress, the same as any oilier 
estimate. It was the expectation when these estimates were 
submitted that the committee would report a provision specific
ally appropriating in detail the money to make the repairs, and 
in this way prevent the di"Version of appropriations for the dif
ferent bureaus. 

Now you propose to turn over to the Department, or give to 
the Department, absolute discretion to spend any amount of 
money for repairs in this bill that the board may recommend 
and submit in its report to Congress as being necessary, without 
any further legislation. Now, I submit that that is neither 
good administration nor good legislation. It certainly does not 
afford Congress an opportunity to keep that hold upon public 
expenditures and fue administration of public appropriations 
that we should always endeavor to maintain. I now reserve the 
point or order, and the gentleman may proceed. 

1\fr. PADGETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know whet beL" 
I ha Ye any time remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has exp:re:i. 
Mr. PADGETT. I ask unanimous consent that I may pro

ceed for two minutes. 
The CHAIRl\I.AN. Is there objection? [After a paus~] The 

Ohair hears none. 



4738 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE. APRIL 14, 

.Mr. PADGETT. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
from Minnesota has entirely misinterpreted and misconstrued 
the h1nguage as provided in this bill. This language, to which 
he r esen·es the point of order, is granting an authorization to 
the Se~retary of the Navy to make improleme!lts upon specific 
ships to the specific amount mentioned in his report made to 
the Congress in pur uance of the law set forth in the se:::tion. 
Without this authorization the Department can not repair a 
singl~ one of the e ships, and we would be left in the c01..1dition 
of haYing our hillS needing repair and the Congress denying to 
the Secretary the power and the authority and the ability to 
discharge his duty. It is simply an authorization to repair 
these specific ships within the amount mentioned in his report. 
It is not a repeal of the existing law, nor is it intended to be a 
repeal of existing law. It is more in the nature of an authoriza
tion to do work, a.nd limiting the appropriations in this bill 
to that purpose. So that it does not broaden the discretion of 
the Department. 

It gi>es them no new power, except the power to carry into 
effect the recommendations which they have made with regard 
to these specific \essel , named in their report, of which they 
have submitted detailed estimates, and these repairs should be 
made. 

1\Ir. MADDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PADGETT. Certainly. 
Mr. MADDEN. Was there any way in which the committee 

could ha\e suggested the toi.o'l.l amount of the appropriations 
to be used for this purpose? 

Mr. PADGETT. Oh, yes. We could have named each ship. 
The CRA.IR~IA.l"". The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BUTLER. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask that my colleague may 

haYe five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 

The Chair hears none. 
1\Ir. PADGETT. We could have named the San Francisco, 

the B alt imcn-c, the Alabama, the Illinois, the Iowa, the KeaT
sa'rge, the Kentucky, the Adder, the Bennington, the (}'rampus, 
the Moccasin, the Pike, and the Pau~ Jones; and we could ha >e 
said so much from the Bureau of Construction and Repair; we 
could have said so much from the Bureau of Equipment, and 
named the various bureaus, but all of that is mentioned and 
set out in detail in this report. We ha \e referred to the report. 
We make it by reference a part of the provisions of this au
thorization. 

:Mr. MADDEN. But the gentleman will acknowledge that the 
report is not a part of the law? 

1\Ir. PADGETT. It becomes a part of the law by reference 
and incorporation in this provision. 

l\fr. 1\f.A.DDEN. Would the gentleman not think it wise to 
give Congress the information upon which the committee bases 
its recommendation? 

Mr. PADGETT. It is here in a public document. 
1\fr. MADDEN. What would be the objection to embodying 

it in the bill? 
1\Ir. PADGETT. Simply because it would take three or four 

pages to set it out here. And let me ask the gentleman a ques
tion. We authorize the building of a battle ship, the hull of 
which is to cost not to exceed $6,000,000. Does the gentleman 
think we ought to set forth that the beams in that vessel should 
be of certain dimensions and that the nails and rivets should be 
of snell quality and that we should go into the details in author
izing that construction? 

Mr. MADDEN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. This is not 
a parallel case at all. This is a proposition similar to the con
struction of a ship. It seems to me that in giving the informa
tion as to the name of the ship and the amount of money it 
would cost to repair the ship, it is quite a different proposition 
from naming the character of the nails and the size of the 
timbers in th·e ship. It is simply a question whether the Na'iry 
Department or the Committee on Naval Affairs thinks it of suf
ficient importance to enumerate the particular things for which 
the money is to be expended. 

1\fr. PADGETT. Now, may I ask the gentleman just at that 
point if the committee is not just as specific in saying the ships 
mentioned in a giYen document as we would be to enumerate 
by name the ships mentioned in that document? 

1\Ir. 1\fADDEl~. I do not understand that the document is 
any part of the law of the land. 

Mr. PADGETT. But it is a public record. It iB referred 
to by name. 

1\Ir. :MADDEN. But it is not any part of our legislation. 
1\~r. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, you do 

not muke that document a part of the bill by specific reference 
t o it. 

Mr. PADGETT. Oh, I beg your pardon. Li ten: 
Provided furtller, That such e:xpendituN:!s on such ships shall not 

exce<>d the amounts reported necessary therefor in the various Jnu·ea\ls 
of the Navy Department, said reports having been transmltted to 
Cop~ess in conformlty with .the fcronsions of the act making appro
f~~:lJ.JOns for the naval service or the fiscal year ending June 30, 

:Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, but it does not state what reports ha>e 
been submitted to Congre s. It may haye been submitted in 
the hearings before the Committee for aught that anybody 
here knows. There is no reference to any specific report on 
the repairs of •essels. 

1\Ir. PADGE'I"l'. The gentleman is quibbling on words. 
1\Ir. TAWNEY. No; he is not. 
Mr. PADGETT. Let me call your attention to the fact that 

the act of Congress making appropriations imposed a duty 
upon the Secretary of the Nayy that he should report to Con
gress the names of the ships and the amount necessary to 
make the repairs, in a specific case, where it exceeded $200,000, 
or where it was as much as 20 per cent. Now, in compliance 
with that specific provision, he makes a specific report with 
reference to that specific subject, and it is just as definite us if 
I were to say, "An item under naYal construction on a certain 
page of the nayal appropriation bill for the fiscal year 190!)." 

Mr. TAWNEY. Can the gentleman from Tenne see tell the 
House how much the Secretury of the Navy under this pro
\ision woul(l be authorized to expend in the repair of ships? 

Mr. PADGETT. I can refer to it right here. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Without his report? 
Mr. PADGETT. No; but--
Mr. TAWNEY. Can any Member of the House do it? 
Mr. PADGETT. No, sir. Can the gentleman tell me bow 

much is included in any of the paragraphs of the bill without 
looking at the bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to call the gentleman's attention to 
the fact that this is an appropriation of $8,000,000 for repairs. 
So far as Congress knows, the repairs on some of these vessels 
might amount to us much as $2,000,000, but there is no Member 
of the House who has any information whatever as to the 
amount that is proposed to be expended on these ships. The 
proposition does not identify the appropriation with the repairs 
that are to be made in any particular whatever. 

Mr. PADGETT. We do i<lentify it. 
Mr. TAWNEY. No; you do not 
1\lr. PADGETT. Because we refer to the ships. 
[The time of Mr. PADGETT having expired, by unanimous con

sent it was extended five minutes.] 
Mr. PADGE'TT. Now, here is the letter of the Secretary of 

the .rTavy submitting a draft of proposed legislation to authorize 
repairs of vessels of the Navy. That letter is addressed to the 
Secretary of the Navy and is submitted by the Secretary of 
the Navy to the Congress. In this report each ship is named. 
For instance, take the San Francisco: For modernizing bht
teries, $35,250; for mine outfit, $115,000; total, $150,250. Take 
the Baltimore: For modernizing batteries, $3,300; for mine out
fit, $200,000; total, $203,300. And so he goes through with each 
shiv. 

1\fr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman state what the cost is of 
the repairs on the last ship mentioned? 

Mr. PADGETT. That was the Baltimore. Steam engineer
ing-the amount is $203,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask the gentleman what is the original cost 
of the >essel? 

Mr. PADGETT. If I had the document here, I could tell you; 
I ha>e not my reference book here. 

1\fr. TAWNEY. I want to ask the gentleman if 20 per cent, 
which the Secretary is authorized to spend, would not cover all 
the repairs mentioned? 

Mr. PADGETT. It would not. Otherwise the Secretary 
would not be foolish enough to ask the authority of Congress 
to do what he already had authority to do. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But he does not ask the authority of Con
gress. 

1\Ir. PADGETT. He does. In the letter of the Secretary of 
the Navy he speaks of the proposed legislation to authorize the 
repairs of these vessels of the Navy which he mentions. 

M.r. TAWNEY. Proposed legislation. That is the point I 
make here, that the specific requirements should be set out. 

1\fr. PADGETT. They are set out in this r~port. The Bu
reau of Steam Engineering sets out how much there is in that 
Bureau. The Bureau of Equipment sets out in detail llow 
much is necessary under that Bureau. The whole o.f it is set 
out in detail and itemized, and then the committee in requiring 
this authorization for the Secretary to do that which it is his 
duty to do, we make that r eport a part of this pr<lvision. 
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Mr. MADDEN. How much is ft proposed shall be expended 
under this authorization, does anybody know? 

Mr. PADGETT. I have not added it up. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Nobody knows. 
Mr. MADDEN. It is not in the bill. 
Mr. PADGE'l'T. No; it is not set out in hrec verba, but it 

is set out in the report and in an itemized form, and if the gen
tleman will take his pencil and take this report and go through 
it, he can add up and find every dvllar that is authorized to be 
expended on each ship. 

Mr. MADDEN. But the gentleman knows that the reports 
are not submitted to the House to legislate upon. 

.Mr. PADGETT. What are they submitted for? 
Mr. MADDEN. They are not submitted to us at all, they 

are sent to the Committee on Appropriations. The only thing 
this House has before it is the bill to legislate upon. 

1\Ir. PADGETT. The report says it is submitted to Congress. 
lt is in the House document room, and is available at any time 
for any Member. If it is not at the disposal of Congress, I 
fail to distinguish how it is differentiated from any other public 
document. 

1\fr. MADDEN. The bill itself ought to tell how much money 
there is appropriated, and there ought to be no question about 
that. 

Mr. PADGEY.rT. Oh, well, turn over here to the pay of the 
Navy in this bill, where we appropriate $27,247,000 for the pay 
of the Navy; we simply group it in a few words. 

Mr. MADDEN. Could not that be done in this case? 
Mr. PADGETT. We do not in the bill say how much will be 

paid to this general or how much will be paid to that soldier. 
All that is settled by the administration of the Department. 

1\fr. MADDEN. But the amount which is appropriated is not 
given in this bill. 

Mr. FOSS. 1\fr. Chairman, I desire to discuss the point of 
order in case the Chair has not made up his mind. In the first 
place, I desire to state that I do not agree with the statement 
made by the gent~eman from Minnesota as to the effect that 
at any time the ~ecretary of the Navy has exceeded his au
thority before this vroYision was put in the bill in the matter 
of repairing and overhauling of ships. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Illinois will pardon 
me, I will state that the facts appeared before the Committee 
on Appropriations, and for that reason that committee refused 
to recommend to the House the appropriation of the $2,000,000 
deficiency, and when it was attempted to put a provision on 
the bill here on the floor of the House the statement as to the 
diversion of the appropriation was sufficient to prompt the 
House to refuse to put it on. 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman puts upon it his own construction. 
1\Ir. TAWNEY. That is not a construction; it is a statement 

of fact. 
Mr. FOSS. I have my own opinion also. Now, in regard to 

this provision which is in this bill, I desire to state that it is in 
exact conformity with the naval appropriation act of last year. 
The naval appropriation act of last year provided that the Sec
retary of the Navy should report to Congress the names of the 
ships upon which any repairs or changes are proposed, and 
further states: 

And expenditures for such repairs or changes so limited shall be 
made only after appropriations in details are provided for by Congress. 

In express compliance with' that provision the Secretary of 
the Navy has made his report, and it is a House document here, 
and he has provided here just what shall be done with each 
ship. 

Brooklyn: General overhauling, rearrangement of magazine, ammu
nition, $275,000. 

Does the gentleman want the committee to go down into it 
deeper than that and find out every screw and bolt and make 
an appropriation for it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me-
Mr. FOSS. I will not be interrupted at the present time. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I will answer the gentleman's question. He 

asked me a question. 
Mr. FOSS. Well, I am going to ask the gentleman a few 

others. 
Mr. TAWNEY. All right. 
Mr. FOSS. Now, in this report each bureau sets out speci

fically what is to be done in connection with these ·ships. For 
instance, there is modernizing the battery on the Baltimore, 
$3,300. On the Alabama we are to replace 6-pounders by six 
3-inch guns and mounts, new devices for gun pointers, and so 
forth. Does the gentleman from Minnesota want to have us 
specify each and every item in connettion with the repairs of 
these ships? If so, then let us have a bill here 40 miles long. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to answer him 
now? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; if it is short 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FOSS. If it is short. 
Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman asked me a question and I 

simply propose to answer it, provided he gives me permission to 
do so. It would be just as rational for the gentleman to say 
that because \Ye appropriate specifically for the construction of 
a public building we ought to go into details and specify the 
character of the material that is to go into that building. 

Mr. FOSS. .Is not that what the gentleman is insisting upon? 
Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is not at all . 
Mr. FOSS. What is the gentleman insisting upon? 
Mr. TAWNEY. I insist that the law contemplates that this 

report should be made showing what ships are to be repaired, 
the amount necessary to make the repairs--

Mr. FOSS. That is stated in the report. 
Mr. TAWNEY. And then for the Committee on Naval .Affairs 

to carry in their bill the amount necessary for the repair on 
each vessel, thus limiting the Secretary of the Navy to the 
amount which, in the judgment of Congress, should be ex
pended in the making of that repair. You propose no limita~ 
tion at all. 

Mr. PADGETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. FOSS. Just a moment. That is just what we do in the 

bill, only we do not specify the exact amounts. What do we do? 
That such expenditures on any ship shall not exceed the amounts re

ported as necessary therefor under the various bureaus of the Navy 
Department, said reports having been transmitted to Congress in con
formity with the provisions of the act making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908. 

That is the last Navy appropriation bill made in conformity 
with that, specifying these amounts, of course. We have not to 
have the amounts in it. It is not necessary. Why? Because by 
that language, as the gentleman knows, as a good lawyer 
knows-and the gentleman is a good lawyer-we made that 
report a part of the naval appropriation act by putting those 
words in there, " in conformity with the provisions of the act," 
and so forth. 

Mr. PADGETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. :MADDEN. The gentleman says that he has made a re

port a part of the appropriation act. Will the gentleman say 
to the House that this report which is made a part of the ap
propriation act will appear in the act as printed in the perma
nent laws of the country? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, no; the report will not appear in the perma
nent laws of the country, but the gentleman knows, as a legis
lator, that time and again we make reports substantially a part 
of the laws by referring to them in similar language as placed 
in this provision. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is often the case in the river and 
harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. Now, the gentleman from Minnesota, who 
is so often right, is in this case wrong. . 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the Secretary of the Navy has 
carried out to the letter the provisions which were placed in 
the appropriation act of last year, and it~seems to me that this 
provision, in view of the fact that the Secretary of the Navy 
has carried it out to the letter as I say, is not subject to the 
point of order, but is in order as specified in the provision of 
last year and making appropriations for the repairs of those 
vessels. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota in
sist upon his point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I insist upon the point of order, but I wish 
to call the attention of the Chair to the language of the last 
proviso. 

That such expenditures on any ship shall not exceed the amount 
reported as necessary therefor under the various bureaus of the Navy 
Department, said reports having been transmitted to Congress in con
formity with the provisions of the act, etc. 

That certainly does not relate to repairs heretofore submit
ted to Congress. It relates also to any report which may here
after be submitted to Congress, and accordingly any amount 
of money that may be authorized in the appropriation for the 
repairs of ships, provided the report has been made. Authority 
would exist to make the repairs within the limitations of that 
report without any language of this character being carried in 
the bill hereafter, and it is virtually making this permanent law 
and legislation. If the word " heretofore" is inserte:l in line 
3 after the word" amount" it would only relate to repairs made 
on vessels heretofore reported to Congress, but it does not do 
that. It relates also to repairs on vessels that may be reported 
to Congress at any time under the provisions of this law. The 
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law also requires the appropriation for repairs to be made in 
detail and in so far as this language authorizes repairs generally 
it is a change of existing law. 

.Mr. FOSS. 1\fr. Chairman, just a moment. The gentleman 
is clearly in error. This language says, "said reports having 
been submitted to Congress in conformity with the provisions 
of the act "--

l\Ir. T.A. WNEY. When? 
1\Ir. FOSS (continuing). "In conformity with the provisions 

of the act making appropriations for the nav-al service for the 
fiscal vear ending June 30, 1908," last year. It means all the re
ports 'which have been made up to the presei).t time in con
formity with the act. 

M:r. TAWNEY. But it means also all future reports. 
1\Ir. FOSS. It does not at all. 
1\Ir. T.A W:l\"EY. "Said reports having been transmitted to 

Congres ." 
1\Ir. FOSS. It does -not. If it meant all that, the word 

" hereafter " wonld be in there, but no such word is there. It 
is a provision which would hav-e to be put upon the naval ap
propriation bill ev-ery year, but the provision of last year makes 
the appropriation in order. The Chair will see, if he reads the 
provision contained in the appropriation act of last year, "and 
expenditures for such repairs or changes so limited shall be 
made onJy after appropriations in detail are provided for by 
Congress." So, in my judgment, this is clearly in order, the 
Secretary of the Navy having carried out the wish and the will 
of Congress as expressed in the provisions of last year's bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The discussion so far has been purely 
upon the merits and has not been addressed to the Chtlir. The 
Chair will be glad to hear the gentleman from Illin{)is on the 
point of order. The provision is purely a legislative provision. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest to 
the Chair that it is not subject to the point of order, for this 
reason : The act of Congress passed last year directs and 
makes it the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to report to 
Congre s all repairs upon ships in order that authority may be 
granted to make repairs. Pursuant to that law he has sub
mitted the estimates--

The CITAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state the prov-isicms 
of la t year's act? 

Mr. PADGETT. It is in the naval appropr-iation aet for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1908. 

Mr. FOSS. I ha1e the law here. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under what heading? 
Mr. PADGETT. It is under the heading of "Bureau of Con-

struction and Repair." · 
Tbe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee de

sire to proceed? 
l\lr. PADGETT. The only thing I wish to say, if the Chair 

pleases, was the suggestion that the law requires the Secretary 
of the Navy to submit the estimates for repairs and designate 
the ships; having done so, and this being a proper expenditure 
in the naval appropriation bill, it necessarily becomes pertinent 
and appropriate to include in the nan:tl appropriation bill the 
authority to expend the money which it is necessary for the 
nav-al appropriation bill to carry. 

The CHAIRM.A..l~. The item in last year's bill contains this 
pro1ision: 

And expenditures for snch repairs or chunges so limited shall be made 
only after appropriations in detail are provided for by Congress. 

Does the gentleman claim that this item makes an appropria
tion in detail under that prov-ision of the statute? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir; I do; by virtue of the fact that 
it refers to the estimates submitted by the Secretary of the 
Navy, and directs that the money shall be expended only ac
cording to and in pursuance of those estimates; and having 
referr d to those by designation makes them a part of the legis
lation, and the appropriation being made for that specific pur
pose and limited to that purpose must be expended pursuant 
to tbat purpose. 

The CIIAIRl\IAN. The item in the bill to which the point of 
order is made pro1id-es : 

And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to make ex
penditures for repairs and changes on vessels in excess of $200,000, or 
in exc ss of 20 per cent of the estimated cost, appraised in like manner, 
of a new ship of the same size and like material. 

Proridctl fu.rtll er, That such expenditures on any ship shall not ex
ceed the amounts reported as necessary therefor under the various 
bureaus of the Navy Department. said reports having been transmitted 
to Congre s in conformity with the provisions of the act making appro
priations fo1; the na,al service for the fiscal year ending June 3.0, 1008. 

The act of la t year contains this provision.: 
Proriflea jurthe1·, That the Secretary of the Navy shall hereafter re

port to Congress, at the commencement of each regular session, the num
ber of vc ·sels and their names upon which uny repairs or changes are 
proposed which in any case shall amount to more than $200,000, the ex· 

tent of such proposed repairs or changes, and the amounts estimated 
to be needed for the same in .each vessel ; and expenditures for such 
repairs or changes so limited shall be made only after appropriations in 
detail are provided for by Congress . 

In the opinion of the Chair the item in the pending bill is not 
in conformity with the provision of the law of last year, but 
contains an express authorization to the Secretary of the Navy, 
and in that respect constitutes a change of existing law. The 
Chair, therefore, sustains the point of order. 

.1\Ir. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment in detail, and I will ask the Clerk to read, as part of the 
amendment, that portion of the printed report marked by the 
pencil. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
PADGETT] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 
l\lr. TA wrrEY. Mr. Chairman--
'l'he CHAIRl\f.AN. For what purpose does the gentleman 

rise? 
:Mr. TA WNNY. I rise for the purpose of asking unanimous 

consent that I may submit a pr(}position to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT] that may obviate the necessity for 
much of the language that he proposes in this amendment, and 
that is that we pass this provision temporarily and prepare his 
amendment, eliminating the descriptive language in it. 

:Mr. PADGETT. That is all .right. 
The CHAIRMAN: Tlle gentleman from llinn.esota [Mr. 

TAWNEY] asks unanimous consent that the committee may recur. 
to this portion of the bill for the pur:pose of offertng an amend-
ment. · 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me it all ought to go 
in, all the reports connected with the Bureau, stating what re
pairs should be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois '[M.r. Ii'oss] 
objects. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my objection. 
1\fr. TAWNEY. I renew the request, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota nsks rma.n

imous consent that the committee may n·cnr to this portion 
of the bill for the purpose of having a!l amendment offered. Is 
there objection? [.After a pause.] The Chair l.tears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
In all, Naval A.ca.demy, $47:5)728.36. 
Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word for the purpose of referring to the efficiency of the work 
done at the Naval .Academy as shown in the efficiency of the 
American Navy under the control of the naval officers. A great 
deal has been said in criticism of this efficiency. 

In the war of the Revolution the American Navy captured 
800 'British ships, with 12,000 British seamen, more prisoners 
o.f war captured by the Navy than there were prisoners on land 
surrendered at Saratoga and Yorktown by Burgoyne and Corn
wallis combined. It is true that because of the inadequacy o.f 
the Navy it was wiped off the sea.s. In 1812 the American 
1\;avy captured 1,200 British ships, with 20,000 British seam~n. 
The British ~hips that came across the ocean were those that had 
won the victories of Nelson. They came across five times as 
strong as the whole American Navy. They had counted 196 
victories out of 200 engagements with European enemies. They 
fought eighteen battles with American frigates and lost fifteen 
of the engagements. 

The American force wa.s far inferior. Its loss should have 
been greater. On the contrary, the American losses were only 
about one-fifth the British losses. It is true that because of 
the insufficiency of the Navy it was unable to control the sea, 
it was wiped off the ocean, and America was invaded at the 
mouth of the Mississippi and up the Chesapeake, and Wash
ington City was burned. 

In the civil war, it has been stated by an unprejudiced ex
pert, an officer sent by the French Government to .follow the 
operations oi that war, that three things were necessary to the 
success of the Union arms. First, that the South, which had 
wealth to purchase, but which did not ha1e manufacturing 
facilities to manufacture the materials of war, should be shut 
off from the rest of the world. 

Second, that the compact South should be cleft in twain by 
the Mississippi lli1er and its tributaries. Third, that the Union 
Ar_my should capture Richmond. Three prime factors, two of 
which fell to the function of the Navy. That war lasted almost 
fixe years, it is true, but it did not last very long after the 
Mississippi River had cut the South in twain and a blockade 
of the Southern harbors was effected. I venture to suffgest 
that that war would hav-e been ended in half the time if the 
United states had had an adequate navy at the outset, and 
that the pension bills that have been paid since the war would 
haye been cut more than in half. At this point I beg to call 

) 
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the attention of ~!embers of Congress to the fallacy that is 
going around-that the Navy is responsible for pensions. The 
pensions are due to the fact that we did not have a Navy ade
quate to pre1ent the war. Sixty-five to 70 per cent of our 
revenues--

The CHAIRMAl~. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. COX of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the gen

tleman may proceed for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 

The Chairs hears none. 
Mr. HOBSO~. It is said that we spend 65 or 70 per cent of 

the entire revenues of this country for the purposes of war, 
past, present, and future. And the statement is brought up as 
an argument against the provision for a navy that would save 
us from a war. The great pension lists we are paying are paid 
for the volunteer armies that had to be raised because the 
country did not have a navy either to pt'eTent war or to make 
it short and decisive. 

But take the war with Spain. An expert has been quoted as 
saying that our efficiency at target practice was very poor. It 
was poor as compared with the efficiency of to-day. But it 
w-as excellent as compared with the efficiency of that day. 
Let me remind Members here that the work of the Navy in the 
war with Spain will go down all the annals of time as the most 
efficient since the world began. Up to the battle of Manila 
Bay there had never been a case in the world's history where 
any tlect had totally destroyed another fleet in any engagement 
of any considerable size. r_rhere had ne\er been in the world's 
history a war where a fleet had won a substantial Tictory with
out su:trering serious loss. At Mani1n. Bay, on the 1st of May, 
1898, the American Navy broke two world's records in accom
plishing the total destruction of the enemy without incurring 
any loss to the victor. 

Some say it was only cruising ships against cruising ships-, but 
the same record was repeated at Santiago. The Spanish 
ships there were 21-knot Tesselg, well armed, first class, up to 
date. Our vessels differed in speed. If the Spanish Tesseis 
had attained 21 knots standing o:tr in a group, be-fore nightfall 
our squadron would have been strung out over a distance of a 
hundred miles~ and the compact Spanish squadron could have 
turned about and destroyed our vessels by piecemeal, one at a 
time. Instead of the Spanish ships making 21 knots, they 
realized 16 knots speed. The American ships of 16 knots, in 
the heat of battle, realized 17 knots speed. Again the record 
of l\fanila Bay was repeated. I do not care if battles are 
fought until the end of time, there never will be a case which 
will sUTpass the Yictories won at l\1anila Bay and Santiago~ in 
which the American Navy attained a mathematical maximum 
of efficiency by totally desb;oying the enemy without loss to 
themsel\es. 

There arc those who will tell you our vessels: are badly built; 
that the armo1· belt is not properly placed; that the freeboard 
is too low, and so forth. Let me remind you that the naval con
structors of the American Navy go through Annapolis and take 
postgraduate courses. There is no such education of naval con
structors in any other country. There is no navy that has such 
provision for education of its officers as the Amel'ican Navy. 
The naTal constructors here are not inferior to any others in the 
world. As a matter of fact the American naval constructors 
in the old days put forty-four guns upon the same frigate 
where foreign constructors put thirty-six. In the later day, 
in the case of the 01·eoon, they gathered as much power in a 
ship of 10/.)00 tons as their contemporaries abroad gathered in 
ships of 13,000 and 14,000 tons. You will permit me to say that 
I believe the record of unparalleled efficiency is still maintained 
by the personnel of tbe KaTy, and to say that the ships, the 
product of the personnel of the Kavy, are fully as good as their 
contemporaries of equal tonnage in the best na Yies abroad. It 
is my own judgment that to~ay the historic sequence is main
tained of 20 to 25 per cent greater power than similar contem
porary Tesseis abroad. 

But a revolution has taken place in naval architecture in the 
last few years, and all the great nations are tmilding their navies 
anew. 

The gunnery showing at Santiago, making 4 per cent of hits 
at moderate ranges, would be regarded as very poor to-day, 
when 10 t:er cent of hits at long ranges is not unusual. Conse
quently the whole method of na,al fighting has been revolu
tionized. You do not ha-re to fire on the wing. The mechanism 
is adapted so that you can keep your sights pointed on the 
target eyen while the ship is rolling. All you have to do is to 
pull the trigger when the gun is ready. Furthermore, you can 
stand off at long ranges and with the methods of spotting now 
in Togue you can know the range accurately and can make a 
Jarge percentage of hits in a seaway at six, seven, eight, and 

nine thousand yards. This means that the great guns will fight 
out the battles of the future, and the G, 7, and S inch guns car
ried in great numbers by existing ships will take no important 
part excei>t in resisting to-rpedo attack. 

[The time of .Mr. HoBsoN having expired, by unanimous con
sent it was extended fiTe minutes.] 

Mr. HOBSO~. The war between Russia and Japan b1·ought 
out the fact tha.t you can stand off with your great guns and 
hammer the enemy. It re-volutionized nan1.l architecture, like 
the war of 1865. All tile world has recognized that the navies 
must be built over. There is no nntion in the world that is 
following out its old consecutive programme, continuing as in 
the past. Every other nation in the world is building a new 
navy, composed of these great ships, with the great guns that 
stan<l off at long distances, and against which existing ships, 
even the b.est, eould not hope to contend. There are those who will 
tell you they had rather have one ship of 20,000 tons built to-day 
than a dozen ships of 10,000 to 15,000 tons built three and four
years ago, because with the larger displacement they can attain 
higher speed and carry better armor, as well as three and four 
times as many great guns. This question is not a difficult one 
to understand. The clead weights on a ship-the skin, the 
frnmes, the beams--are all surfaces. They Tary as the square 
of a linear dimension. 

The useful weights-the guns, the armor, the coal, the ma
chin.ery-are measured by the displacement of the ship, o.r the 
volume. and vary as the cube of a linear dimension. Therefore 
even in like vessels the percentage of usef-ul weight increases 
with the size, and the advantage lies heavily on the side of the 
larger vessel. If a vessel had been built five years ago of 
20,000 tons, it would have had the power of three vessels of 
10,000 tons each of the same general design. To-day a Tessel of 
20,000 tons built to embody the new features hn.s the power of 
at least five vessels of 10,000 tons built before the revolution in 
naval architecture. With higher speed the larger vessels can 
control the ranger and stand off at seven, eight, and nine thousand 
yards and, by concentrating their fire, destroy almost any num
ber of smaller ships that might try to reach them. This means 
that when we come to determine the nayal programme this 
year it is not a ID1ltter of following a consecuthe progTamme 
gauged by tonnage of existing ships, but is a matter of build
ing the Navy over anew, as- all the other nations are doing. We 
are already two years behind. I haye a set of curves here ap
pearing in The Engineer, of London, of March 13, 1908. It has 
plotted cmTes :for the other powers, and, assuming that America 
will go on a two-ship basis for the next five years-two Dread
nougllts ~ year-this curve shows that not only Germany, but 
Japan, will go far ahead of us. It shows that America, instead 
of holding her present position, will drop back either to fourth 
or fifth place. 

It is the la.w in Germany to-day that there must be four 
ships this year, three battle ships and one armored cruiser of 
about 20,000 tons apiece, and the armored cruiser ought to be 
counted with the battle ships; that next year there must be 
four, and the following year there must be four. Our existing 
tonnage will soon count for little, and at the rate of two new 
ships a year America will speedily fall :far behind Germany. 
The American people do not wish our Navy to drop back in this 
way. Other powers are negotiating loans at as high as 4 per 
cent to build their navies over anew, while we, with $250,000,000 
cash balance in the Treasury, apparently are satisfied to 0'0 
along as though there had been no change in nava1 archltect~n~e. 
In the Atlantic Ocean alone, if there were no added demand due 
to the fu,ct that the Pacific Ocean has come upon us, we would 
have to change this programme of two battle ships a year to 
at least four if we would hold our own position. 

The highest efficiency of our personnel can not make inferior 
ships do the work of superior ships. We must either build ships 
faster or sink back to a secondary position among the naval 
powers. The Americ..'lll people certainly do not desire this. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Contingent, Madne Corps: For freight,. tolls, cartage, advertising 

washing of bed saeks, mattress covers, pillowcnses, towels, and sheets' 
funeral eJtPeTISes of otfkers and m:::trines, ineluiling the transPQrtation 
of bodies and their arms and wearing apparel from the place of demise 
to the homes of the deceased in the United Stutes, stationery and other 
paper, telegraphing, rent of telephones, purchase and repair of type
writers, apprehension of stragglers an<l deserters, per diem of enlisted 
men employed on constant labor for a period of not less than ten days 
employment of civilian labor, repair of gus and water· fixtures ollice 
and barracks furnitm:e, camp n.nd garrison equipage and implements, 
mess utensils. for enlisted men, &mch as bowls, plates, spoons. knives 
and forks, tin cups, pan;>. pots, etc; packing boxes, wrapping rapel1', 
oilcloth, crash, rope, twme, quarantine fees, camphor and cat·uol.ized 
paper, carpenters' tools, tools for police purposes, iron safes, purchase 
and repair of public wagons, purchase and repair of public hamess 
purchase of public horse , services of veterinary surgeons. and medicines 
for public horses ; purchase and repair of hose, ptu·cbase and repair 
of fire extinguishers, purchase of fire hand grenades; purchase and 
repail' of carts, wheelbarrows, and lawn mowers; purchase and rermir 
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of cooking stoves, ranges', stoves and furnaces where there are no grates; 
purchase of ice, towels, soap, combs, and brushes for offices ; postage 
stamps for foreign postage ; purchase of books, newspapers, and period
icals ; Improving parade grounds ; repair of pumps and wharves ; lay
Ing drain, water, and gas pipes; water, introducing gas, and for gas, 
gas oil, and introduction and maintenance of electric lights; straw for 
bedding, mattresses, mattress covers, pillows, sheets ; wire bunk bottoms 
for enlisted men at various posts; furniture for Government quarters 
and repair of same, and for all emergencies and extraordinary expenses 
arising at home and abroad, but impossible to anticipate or classify, 
$285,000. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of calling attention to the strength of the 
personnel of the Navy, mcluding that of the :Marine Corps. It 
has been argued on the floor of this House that the Navy has 
now an extraordinary sl:ortage in its personnel and that o:o. 
that account we should stop building ships until we catch up 
in men. 

In the first place, the present bill carries 6,000 additional 
men and 1,500 marines, and these men and marines are to man 
the ships already authorized. So that, according to our own 
practice, we have not yet found it necessary to stop building 
ships to wait for the men. Heretofore we have been building 
ships and then authorizing the men afterwards. The argument 
that the ships should wait on the men has no weight what
soever. Not that I approve of delay in authorizing more men. 
It really takes almost as long to train a man as to build a ship. 
Of course, they do not put all new men on the new ship, but 
put with them some experienced men. The wisest policy would 
be to allow the bill that carries the ship to carry automatically 
the men required to man the ship, and then the men would be 
ready by the time the ship is built. 

But the truth is that to-day our country; for personnel of 
our Navy, is in better condition than it has been at any time 
since the civil war, except during the Spanish war period. It 
is recruited right up to the last man, and they are now stopping 
recruiting and calling in some of the recruiting stations. 

Furthermore, there is a prospect of continued activity and 
efficiency in recruiting. The very fact that the country is taking 
more interest in its Navy, that it is sending its fleet to the Pa
cific Ocean, that we find we must become a naval power, cre
ates an interest throughout the nation that enables us without 
any question of conscription, and with only a reasonable and 
fair standard of inducement, to secure all the men we need. 
What we should do is not to stop building ships, but to con
tinue the precedent set in this bill by each year authorizing 
a proportionate increase in the number of men. [Applause.] 

A big new ship of 20,000 tons, without the large number of 
secondary guns, requires but few, if any, more men than one 
of our existing ships of 15,000 and 16,000 tons. As we get the big 
ships of great power we can put out of commission an increas
ing number of smaller ships, and thus economize on the number 
of men, though greatly increasing the power of the Navy. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed · to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. MANN, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com
mittee had had tmder consideration the bill H. R. 20471, the 
naval appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. CROCKETT, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
15653) to increase the pension of widows, minor children, etc., 
of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late civil war, the war 
with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant a pen~ 
sion to certain widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of 
the civil war. 

PENSION OF WIDOWS AND MINOR CHILDREN. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. i\fr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con
ference report on the bill H. R. 15u53. I ask unanimous con
sent that the reading of the report be dispensed with and that 
the statement be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that the reading of the report be dispensed 
with and that the statement only be read. 

Mr. WILLLA.MS. I object. 
The Clerk read the conference report and statement, as fol

lows: 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 
15653, "An act to increase the pension of widows, minor chil~ 

dren, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late civil war, 
the war with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant 
a pension to certain widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors 
of the civil war," having met, after full and free conference 
ha Ye agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendment to section 1 of 
the bill; 

That the Senate recede from its amendment on lines 14 and 
15, page 2 of the bill; 

That the Senate recede from its amendment on line 20, page 
2, after " six ; " 

That the Senate recede from its amendment to the title of the 
bill. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend· 
ment of the Senate in line 12, page 2 of the bill; 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend· 
ments of the Senate on lines 17, 18, and 19, page 2 of the bill; 
and agree to the same. 

C. A. SULLOWAY, 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
CHAS. H. WEISSE, 

Manaum·s on the pa1·t of the House. 
P. J. McCUMBER, 
N. B. ScoTT, 
J AS. P, TALIAFERRO, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

Of the conferees on H. R. 15653, "An act to increase the pen
sion of widows, minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers and 
sailors of the late civil war, the war with :Mexico, the various 
Indian wars, etc., and to grant a pension to certain widows of 
the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late civil war." 

The Senate amended section 1 of the bill by striking out the 
minor children, helpless children, Spanish-war widows and 
widows of the regular establishment, and the result of th~ con
ference is that these are restored, and the section as it orig
inally passed the House is agreed to. 

As the bill originally passed the House it applied only to those 
widows who were married prior to June 27, 1890, but it was 
amended in the Senate, bringing the date of marriage down to 
the time of the passage of this act. As a result of the confer
ence it is agreed by the managers on the part of the House and 
Senate that the provisions of the same be only applicable to 
those who married prior to June 27, 1890, as the law now is 
and as the bill was passed by the House. ' 

The amendments of the Senate, in lines 12, 17, 18, and 19, 
page 2 of the bill, relate solely to the verbiage, and do not 
change the provisions of the bill; but, in the opinion of your 
conferees, they perfect the same, and your conferees agreed to 
these Senate amendments. 

C. A. SULLOW A Y, 
H. c. LoUDENSLAGER, 
CHAS. H. WEISSE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree 
to the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
that the House agree to the conference report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In order to expedite business, Mr. Speaker, 
I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were-yeas 238 answered 

"present" 7, not voting 142, as follows: ' 

Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexandel', Mo. 
Ames 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bates 
Beall, TeL 
Bell, Ga. 
Bonynge 
Booher 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Brundidge 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Burton, Del. 

YEA.S-238. 
Burton, Ohio Crawford 
Butler Crumpacker 
Calder Currier 
Calderhead Cushman 
Caldwell Dalzell 
Campbell Darragh 
Candler Davidson 
Capron Davis, Minn. 
Carter Dawson 
Cary De Armond 
Caulfield Denby 
Chaney Denver 
Chapman Dlekema 
Clark, Mo. Dixon 
Clayton Douglas 
Cocks, N. Y. D1·aper 
Cole Driscoll 
Conner Durey 
Cooper, Pa. Dwight 
Cooper, Tex. Ellis, l\Io. 
Cooper, Wis. Ellis, Oreg. 
Cox, Ind. Englebright 
Craig Esch 
Cravens Fairchild 

Fassett 
Ferris 
Finley 
Floyd 
Focht 
Foss 
Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Ind. 
Foulk rod 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garrett 
Gil hams 
Gill 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 



1908. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 4743 
Graff Kahn Morse 
Granger Keifer Mouser 
Greena Keliher Mudd 
Gregg Kennedy, Iowa Murdock 
Griggs Kennedy, Ohio Murphy 
Hackney Kinkaid Needham 
Hale Kitchin, Claude Norris 
Hamill Knapp Nye 
Hamilton, Iowa Knowland O'Connell 
Hamilton, Mich. Lafean Olcott 
Hardwick Lamar, Mo. Padgett 
Hardy Landis Page 
Haskrns Laning Parker, N. J". 
Hawley Lassiter Parker, S.Dak. 
Hay Leake Payne 
Helm Legare Perkins 
Henry, Conn. Lewis Peters 
Ht>nry, Tex. Lindbergh Porter 
Higgms Littlefield Pray 
Hinshaw IJoyd Pujo 
RolJson Longworth Randell, Tex. 
Holliday Loud Rauch 
Houston Loudenslager Reeder 
IIowell, Utah Lovering Reid 
Howland McCall Reynolds 
Hubbard, Iowa McKinley, Ill. Richardson 
Hubbard, w. Va. McLachlan, Cal. Robinson 
Hut! McLaughlin, Mich.Rothermel 
Hull, Iowa Mc::Ulllan Rucker 
Hnll, Tenn. Macon Russell, Mo. 
Humphrey, Wash. Madden Sabath 
Humphreys, Miss. Madison Shackleford 
Jenldns Mann Sheppard 
.Johnson, Ky. Miller Sherley 
J"ohnson, S. C. Moore, Pa. Sherman 
J"ones, Wash. Moore, Tex. Sherwood 

ANSWERED "PRESENT "-7. 
Alexander, N.Y. Cousins Moon, Tenn. 
Bowers Langley Parsons 

NOT VOTING-142. 
Acheson Fordney Knopf 
Allen Fornes Kiistermann 
Anthony Foster, Vt. Lamar, Fla, 
Bannon Fowler Lamb 
Barchfeld Gaines, Tenn. Law 
Barclay Gardnar, Mass. Lawrence 
BaL·tlett. Nev. Garner' Lee 
Beale, Pa. Gillespie Lenahan 
Bede Gillett Lever 
Bennet, N. Y. Graham Lilley 
Bennett, Ky. Gronna Lindsay 
Bingham Hackett Livingston 
Birdsall Haggott Lorimer 
Boutell Hall Lowden 
Boyd Hamlin McCreary 
Bradley Hammond McDermott 
Broussard Harding McGavin 
Brumm Harrison McGuire 
Burgess Haugen McHenry 
Byrd Hayes . McKinlay, Cal. 
Carlin Heflin McKinney 
Clark, Fla. Henburn McLain 
Cockran Hill, Conn. McMorran 
Cook, Colo. Hill, Miss. Malby 
Cook, Pa. Hitchcock Marshall 
Coudrey Howard Maynard 
Davenport Howell, N. J". Mondell 
Davey, La. Hughes, N. J". Moon, Pa. 
Dawes Hughes, W.Va. Nelson 
Dunwell J"ackson Nicholls 
Edwards, Ga. J"ames, Addison D. Olmsted 
Edwards, Ky. J"ames, Ollie M. Overstreet 
Ellerbe Jones, Va. Patterson 
Favrot Kimball Pearre 
Fitzgerald Kipp Pollard 
Flood Kitchin, Wm. W. Pou 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Sims 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, 1\!ich. 
Smith, Mo . . 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Sperry 

~~%:~~d 
Steenerson 
Stephens, TeL 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Tawney 

~~1!~~\~0~~ 
Thomas, N.C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Willett 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 

Roberts 

Powers 
Pratt 
Prince 
Ra.iney 
Ransdell, La.. 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Rodenberg 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Scott 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Iowa 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Stanley 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Underwood 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Watson 
Webb 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Wolf 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For the balance of the day : 
:Mr. DouGLAS with 1\Ir. TALBOTT. 
Until further notice: 
1\Ir. WATSON with 1\lr. RHINOCK. 
:Mr. SMITH of Iowa with l\Ir. RAINEY. 
:Mr. SCOTT with Mr. NICHOLLS. 
:Mr. PRiNCE with Mr. MAYNARD. 
l\Ir. NELSON with Mr. 1\IcDER:MOTT. 
Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. Jol\""ES of Virginia. 
1\Ir. McGAVIN with Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. 
Mr . .McCREARY . with M.r. LIVINGSTON. 
Mr. LowDEN with Mr. OLLIE M. JAMES. 
1\lr. LoR.D!ER with Mr. HEFLIN. 
Mr. llOWELL of New Jersey with l\Ir. HAMMOND, 
Mr. HAYES with 1\lr. HACKETT. 
1\Ir. HAUGEN with l\Ir. GILLESPIE. 
1\Ir. HARDING with 1\Ir. GARNER. 
1\Ir. GILLETT with l\1r. F:Loon of Virginia. 
Mr. CooK of Colorado with Mr. FITZGERALD. 
Mr. BIRDSALL with 1\Ir. ELLERBE. 
l\Ir. BANNON with Mr. CocKRAN. 
1\Ir. HALL with 1\Ir. CLARK of Florida. 
1\lr. BEDE with 1\lr. KIPP. 
Mr. BoUTELL with l\Ir. Hrr.L of Mississippi. 
Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. RUSSELL of Texas. 
Mr. SLEMP with Mr. BYRD. 

Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. RIORDAN. 
Mr. McGUIRE with Mr. STANLEY. 
Mr. MONDELL with 1\Ir. BDWERS. 
Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I voted through an oversight. 

I am paired with another gentleman. If he were preeent, I 
would vote" aye." I wish to change my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman's name. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. LANGLEY, and he answered 

"present." 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the affirma

tive. I have a general pair, and I wish to withdraw my vote 
and vote "present." 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman's name. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. MooN of Tennessee, and he 

answered "present." 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WILSON of illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly en
rolled bill of ' the following title, when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

H. R. 20310. An act relating to the liability of comm.on car
riers by railroad to their employees in certain cases. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title : 

S. 24. An act to increase the efficiency of the personnel of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 
Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution of the 

following title was taken from the Speaker's table and re
ferred to its appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

S. R. 78. Joint resolution establishing the boundary line be
tween the States of Colorado and Oklahoma and the Territory 
of Kew Mexico--to the Committee on the Judicia1·y. 

INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 
The SPEAKER laid before the Honse a message :f-rom the 

President of the United States, which was rend and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered printed. 

[For message see proceedings of Senate of this day.] 
LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent. leave of absence was granted to-
Mr. BEDE, for five days, on account of important business. 
1\Ir. LEVER, for one week, on account of sickness. 

NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it
self into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 20471, 
the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
present the following petition and have it, together with the 
names thereto attached, read at this time and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani
mous consent that the following petition, with the names at
tached, be read and printed in the RECoRD. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows : • 
To the Representatives ana Senators in OongresB: 

We, the undersigned citizens of New York City, T"Oicing, as we believe, 
the sentiments of many thousands of American citizens, earnestly pro
test against the extravagent demand for an addition of over $60,000,000 
in the form of four new battle ships, cruisers, etc., to the naval budget 
of last year, inasmuch as no danger threatens the country not known 
last April, when President Roosevelt told the world : " We are no long-er 
enla~ing onr Navy. We are simply keeping up its strength. The 
addition of one battle ship a year barely enables us to make good the 
units which become obsolete." 

Sixty-five per cent of the national income is now expended on war, 
past and present. The increase of our naval budget has recently been 
used in the French Assembly as a reason for increasing its own ; is 
largely responsible for the increase of armaments among Asiatic na
tions, and is well-nigh certain to retard that reduction in the arma
ments of the world for which we have so long been waiting. 

The growing discontent throughout the world at the appalling in
crease of waste of national resources must be heeded. We feel that 
this protest is the more necessary inasmuch as there are various new 
and effective methods now available for promoting international friend
ship and rationally settling difficulties, which these new demands seem 
to ignore. 

Andrew Carnegie, Robert Fulton Cutting, Robert C. Ogden, 
George Haven Putnam, Oswald Garrison Villard, Horace 
White, Samuel J. Barrows, Fanny Garrison Villard, 
Marcus M. Marks, Anna Garlin Spencer, Hamilton Holt, 
Robert Erskine Ely, George Foster Peabody, Spencer 
Trask, J"ohn Martin, Prestonia Mann Mar.tin, E. Stillman 
Doubleday, Miriam Finn Scott, Leroy Scott, William G. 
Choate, Mrs. William G. Choate, Alfred J". Roulton, Francis 
Lynde Stetson, Morrill Goddard. A. Harport, jr., A. 
Lueder, Robert T. Walker, Cecil K. Leavitt. Evelyn G. 
Leavitt, Isabella McDonald, Anna. Benner, C. B. Smith. 
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W. C. Demorest, William A. Smith, William Henry Knox, 
John W. McAvoy, Joseph V. Land, P. B. Land, Sarah 
E. Gardner, John Ash, Martha Nixon, Melissa Sutton, 
Eudora 1\Iagill, E. A. Eckhardt, George S. Baldwin, 
Gudt·on Halmith, Sarah Potter Paine, Alice Burns, Lee 
W. Beattie, Mrs. Ferdinand Herman, Albert G. Lawson, 
Martha Knight Lawson, Albert Lawson Frost, Anna T. 
Frost, William :r.~ Frost, Isaac Yankauer, Charles G. 
Ehrlich, Albert Dublon, Louis F. Denike, Katharine 
Donegham, Hannah L. Wingate, James Purdy, Susannah 
Jarman, Edith K. Purdy, John B. Bogart. L. R. Green
berg, Kate Daniels, Fannie Dubin, Meyer Greenberg, 
Max Scott, Martha R. White, A. W. Howells, A. E. 
White, Marlon R. Tabor, Samuel H. Bishop, Richard P. 
l\Icssiter, James 'l'hornton, S. Priester, Mrs. G. A. Har
rington, George A. Dows, Annie Dows, Virginia Ostrom, 
Mrs. ll"rancis J. Garrison, Janette Lylle, Mrs. Oswald 
G. Villard, Alice Morgan Harrison, Ellen Theresa Mor
gan, Jessie M. de Gagarza, W. G. Kains, G. W. Wenner, 
R. G. H. Cooper, R. E. Smythe, Mrs. C. Smith, E. G. 
Armstrong, H. Mason, Henry Mottet, F. D. Veiller, Mrs. 
W. C. Waters, Mrs. Leo Stein, James S. Dennis, Henry Feld
mann, Gustav J. Voss, Frederick Kanter, E. F. Bockmann, 
W. Pilgl"im, Frederick Herman, William J. Meager, Miss 
G. Kendall, Angelina de Champlin, Joseph Reading, Mrs. 
L. D. Badger, Lucy Whitin, Blanch Lucas, Bertha Brooks, 
.Anna G. Du Bois, Louise Whitin, John E. Nichollans, Al
fred Bosson, Edward J. Osborn, Raymond Dodge, Raymond 
Levy, Caroline Despard, Flora Harrison, Margaret S. 
Sutton, Margaret Bates, Gwendaren Despard, Maria Bar
ton, Richard S. Collins, Sarah W. Collins, Stephen W. 
Collins, Sarah C. Isham, Annie l!"'ellows Nold, Edward 
A. Grossmann, Mrs. El A. Grossmann, Mrs. H. I. Ostrom, 
Joseph Marx, Nathan Holtz, R. A. Th~odora Bliss, M~s. 
B. B. Wilbur, M. R. Yost, K. Milller, Ruth Keu, 
Stephen S. Wise, L. J. Waterman, Louise E. Philips, 
Emilie F. Leach, Laeta E. Leach, Ludwig Rothenbild, 
Jacoh .J. Koch, John H. Hawley, Edward Heath,. jr., 
Isaac H. Cohen, C. I. Hobson, Ellen Collins, Joseph E. 
Wisner, John Bauer, Elizabeth Kewe, Mary Collins, 
R. B. Queimelt, Mrs. M. G. Preston, May Preston Slosson, 
Mary Hess Brown, A. J. Joffe, E. E . Olcott, Silas Gerkes, 
Edwin Donaldson, Solomon Schwartz, B. C. Hammond, 
William 1. Schumann, George Marshall, Philip F. Nolan, 
David H. Scott, William Schmidt, Mary E. Crygier, 
Albert Crygier, Arthur Constant, R. W. Dolson, Jona
than Pierce, Thomas Locken, W. W. Passage, Percy 
Russell, William De Voce, George W. Waldron, · Sydney 
H. Cox, Joseph A. Wells, Herbert Vandebeck, John H. 
Washburn. Mrs. H. C. Havens, Miss C. Marsh, H. Collin 
Havens, Willinore Marsh, Mrs. W. W. Jones, Albert Adler, 
Arthur B. Goodkind, Augusta L. Wetmore, Francis J. 
Potter, Etta Potter, L. D. Austin, Mary W. Somerville, 
Liela Chevalier, Clarissa V. Prescot, John E. Roeser, 
John C. Bliss, Mrs. L. C. Wagner, Dr. L. Lambert, Gott
heil Pach, Francis Poch, Teresa A. Egan, Edward D. 
Page, Homer G. Ostrom, Denis T. S. Denison, Camille 
Solomon, Robert C. Wey, Victor Baar, Mary R. Davis, 
Lillie Benedict, .James J. Bixby, C. P. Bixby, John D. 
Long, John S. Festerson, D. J. Meserole, Louis W. Pfaus, 
E. V. Alford., A. M. Callender, William M. Jackson, Anna 
M. Jackson, J ane M. Carpenter, Louis E. Thompson, 
Edward Palmer, James Ferguson, William Stift, Mrs. 
William Stift, Mrs. James Ferguson, Helen Matthews, 
Harry C. Abbe, Hubert Howson, L. Lippmann, C. Schul
hafer, Harry Samuelson, M. S. Perser, Paul J. Marlul, 
Robert D. Von Rentsch, Abraham Cofo, J. Budwig, Henry 
Dilg, Helen McDowell, Isabella Waters, Howard Brad
street, Henry Moskowitz, Robert Cabmovit, Lydia M. 
Storey, Dwight N. Graham, . William K. Austin, William 
K. Austin, jr., Thomas B. Austin, William K. Austin, 
Henry W. Rardon, Cora Burr Hardon, Adolph Spiegel, 
Orrin S. Wood, ~frs. Orrin S. Wood, Matilda Woodrow, 
George Edgar, Thomas C. Edgar, Joachin Elmendorf, 
David Black, Dennis H. Cox, Florence Ida Hacket, H. 
E. Ployer, C. B. Eaton, Isabelle S. Whitin, Jessie Morris, 
C. A. Morris, Harold A. Content, B. A. Sullivan, J. L. 
MacDonald, Stanhope Wheatcroft, Marjorie A. Content, 
Jennie D. Frank, M. B. Cleveland, Annette B. Collins, 
.John W. T. Nichols, Horace J. Jaquith, James C. Bany, 
Clw.rles G. Bliss Stephen S. Haight, J. J. Falvey, H. L. 
Clark, N. M. Nielsen, E. Osterwalder, A. D. Banston, 
Jacob Ropbach, Thomas P. Ryan, Michael Raphael, C. F. 
Watkins, W. B. Veneam, William Kranth, Charles Wies
man, William Bandom, George Dambert, Sophie Kranth, 
W. G. Creamer, H. C. Creamer, Joseph R. Dorman, Julius 
Llbeman, Joseph M. Guinness, Cynthia T. Meeker, Maude 
Arundel Colliver, J. A. L. Gardner, J. G. B. Heath, C. F. F. 
Hall, Mrs. Thompson, L. Strachcy, G. C. Levis, M. A. Bea
ment, George Bea.ment, W. Stevenson, Mrs. R. A. Todd, R. 
A... Todd, Mrs. .T. H. Blanchard, Margaret J. Sexton, John 
T. Sexton, Alice Caffrey, Alex. Pargiter, W. A. Steremun, 
John Mead Howells, Fred L. Stearns, Louise A. Stearns, 
Albert S. Bard, Charles Henry Davis, Robert R. White, 
Michael Kley, Bernard Kirsch, Anna A. Short, Charles 
W. Snow, Rosa Welt Straus, Nellie Straus, Josiah C. 
Pumpclly, W. H. Straight, Robert G. Boville, William 
0. McDowell, William E. Stark, Percy Waxman, C. L. 
Armstrong, Katharine Dubois McKnight, J. R. Winches
ter, W. D. Schaffer, Anna R. Brewster, Charlotte H. 
Simpson, Flort>nce Van Wyck, Robert Baker, Richard F. 
George, Edmund Corkill, Peter Aiken, John Fehner, S. 
Grace Royce, Florence H. Holden, Alice G. Raymond, 
Hannah D. Sharps, Mary Root, Fanny Finn Miller, Wil
liam Miller, E. R. Grannis, S. L. Kibbe, S. C. Hazen, M. 
L. Woodberry, Mrs. Raymond, Panouyota Alexandrakis, 
A. P. Hazen, Augustus White, Stephen Loines, Henry 
B. Hathaway, R. H. Loines, Mary H. Loines, Oliver E. 
Saylor, Mrs. George Place, 1\f. A. Livar, Frederick A. 
camp, Lynn Camp, Amzi Camp, C. C. Mead, Kate C. 
Carpenter, L. W. Robbins, Bailey B. Burritt, K. Richards, 
M. L. Reid, Arthur Dow. 

[ApJ?lause.] 

RECESS. 

?ifr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hom:e do now 
take a recess until 11.30 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of personal 
privilege, and ask that unanimous consent be giyen for the 
reading of the following memorial. 

Mr. HARDWICK. That is not a question of personal privi
lege, and I make the point of order. 

Mr. HOBSON. Well, the gentleman can make his point of 
order. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I do. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of 

privilege. 
Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent on 

any ground whatsoever, that this memorial be allowed to go 
into the RECORD. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, both sides of this controversy 
having been heard, I shall now object to any further continu
ance of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects . 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
that the House take a recess until to-morrow morning at 11.30 
o'clock. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Ah, but a motion of the highest privilege is 
pending before the House. 

Mr. HOBSON. A parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. PAYNE. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. HOBSON. Have I not the right now to lay before the 

House a memorial from a labor organization of America? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 1\Ir. Speaker, I am sorry, but I make the 

point of order that that is not personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The point is well taken. The question is 

on the motion of the gentleman from New York that the House 
take a recess until to-morrow morning at 11.30. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WILLIAMS) there were-ayes 160, noes 75. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I respectfully demand tellers. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 

that demand is dilatory. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. ~en I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. -
The question was taken, and there were-yeas 143, nays 95, 

answered " present" 10, not voting 139, as follows: 

Adair 
Allen 
Ames 
Anthony 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Bonynge 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Butler 
Calder 
Caldet·head 
Campbell 
Capron 
Car·y 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cocks, N.Y. 
Cole· 
Conner 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, 'Vis. 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 

g;~¥;,ghinn. 
Dawson 
Denby 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Draper 

Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Boo bet· 
Bowers 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Brundidge 

YEAS-143. 
Driscoll Jones, Wash. Needham 
Durey Kahn Nelson 
Dwight Keifer Norris 
Ellis, Ore"". Kennedy, Iowa Nye 
Englebrig'ht Kennedy, Ohio Olcott 
Esch Kinkaid Parker, N. J. 
Fairchild Knapp Parker, S. Dnk. 
Focht Knowland Parsons 
Foss Kiistermann Payne 
I!'oster, Ind. "Landis Perkins 
Foulkrod Langley Porter 
French Laning Pray 
Fuller Law Reeder 
Gaines, W.Va. Lindbergh Reynolds 
Gardner, Mich. Littlefield Scott 
Gardner, N.J. Longworth Slemp 
Gilhams Loud Sm.ith, Cal. 
Goebel Loudeuslager Smith, Iowa 
Graff Lovering Smith, Mich. 
Greene Lowden Sperry 
Hale McCall Stafford 
Hamilton, Mich. McKinlay, Cal. Si£-enerson 
Haskins 1\fcKinley, Ill. Sterling 
Hawley · McLachlan, Cal. Sturgiss 
Hayes McLaughlln, Mich.Sulloway 
Henry, Conn. Mc~Iillan Taylor, Ohio 
Higgins Madden Thistlewood 
Hinshaw Madison Thomas, Ohio 
Holliday Mann Tirrell 
Howell, Utah Marshall Volstead 
Howland Miller Wan,.er 
Hubbard, Iowa Moore, Pa. Washburn 
Hubbard, W. Va. Morse Wood 
Huff Mouser Woodyard 
Humphrey, Wash. Mudd Young 
Jenkins Murdock 

Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrd 
Caldwell 
Candler 
Carlin 
Carter 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Cravens 

NAYS-911. 
DeArmond 
Denver 
Dixon 
!ferris 
:B'inley 
Floyd 
li'oster, Ill. 
Fulton 
Gan·ett 
Gill 
Glass 
Godwin 
Gordon 

Granger 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Hackney 
Hamill 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Hay 
Heflin 
Helm 
Hem·y, Tex. 
Robson 
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Houston Lloyd Richardson 
Hull. Tenn. Macon Robinson 
Humpht·e:vs. Miss. Moore, Tex. Rothermel 
Johnson, Ky. Murphy Rucker 
Kelibet· O'Connell Russell, 1\Io. 
Kitch in. Claude. Padgett Sabath 
Lamar, Mo. l'age Sheppard 
Leake l'ete1·s Sherley 
Legare Randell, Tex. Sherwood 
Lewis Rauch Small 
Livingston Reid Smith, Mo. 

ANSWERED " PRE8ENT "-10. 

Alexander, N.Y. Foster, Vt. Lamb 
Brownlow Goldfogle 1\Ioon, Tenn. 
Cousins Goulden Roberts 

NOT VOTING-139. 

Acheson Fitzgerald Kipp 
Andrus li'lood Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Bannon Fordney Knopf 
Barchfeld Fornes Lafean 
Barclay Fowler Lamar, Fla. 
Bartlett, Nev. Gaines, Tenn. Lassiter 
Bea le, l'a. Gardner, Mass. Lawrence 
Tiede Garner Lee 
Bennet, N. Y. Gillespie Lenahan 
Bennett, Ky. Gillett Lever 
Bingham Graham Lilley 
Birdsall Gronna Lindsay 
Boutell Hackett Lorimer 
Boyd Haggott McCreary 
Bradley Hall McDermott 
Broussard Hamlin McGavin 
Bmmm Hammond McGuire 
Burgess Harding McHenry 
Clark, Fla. Harrison McKinney 
Cockt·an Haugen McLain 
Cook, co:o. Hepburn McMorran 
Cook. l'a. Hill, Conn. Malby 
Coudrey Hill, Miss. Maynard 
Crawfot·d Hitchcock Mondell 
Davenpot·t Howard Moon, Pa. 
Da>e:v, La. Howell, N.J. Nicholls 
Davidson Hughes, N. J. Olmsted 
Dawe:s Hughes, W.Va. Overstreet 
Dunwell Hull, Iowa Patterson 
Ed wards, Ga. Jackson Pearre 
Edwards, Ky. James, Addison D. Pollard 
Ellerbe James, Ollie l\I. Pou 
Ellis, l\Io. Johnson, S.C. Powers 
Fassett Jones, Va. Pratt 
Favrot Kimball Prince 

Smith, TeL 
Sparkman 
Spight 

~.teg!:~~N:~· 
Tou Velie 
Watkins 
Willett 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 

Sherman 

Pujo 
Rainey 
Ransdell, La. 
Rblnock 
Riordan 
Rodenberg 
Russell, TeL 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sims 
Slayden 
Snapp 
Southwick ~ _ -
Stanley 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Tawney 
~·aylor, Ala. 
~·own send 
Underwood 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Watson 
Webb 
\Yeeks 
V.7eems 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wolf 

So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For the balance of day : 
1\:lr. HULL of Iowa with 1\:lr. SLAYDEN. 
Mr. ANDRUS with 1\Ir. SIMS. 
Until further notice : 
Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. GOULDEN. 
1\Ir. SHERMAN with 1\Ir. RIORDAN. 
1\Ir. BEDE with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
1\:lr. WILSON of Illinois with 1\Ir. RAINEY. 
Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky with Mr. JoHNSON of South Caro-

lina. 
Mr. LILLEY with Mr. LASSITER. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 3 minutes p. m.) the House 

took a recess until to-morrow at 11.30 a. m. 

EXECUTIVE COMl\ffiNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com

munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for printing the ascertainment of 
electors for President and Vice-President (H. R. Doc. 862)
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans
mitting the 1·eport of Special Agent W. A. Graham Clark on the 
Swiss embroidery and lace industry (S. Doc. 434)-to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Coleman T. Brown against The United States (H. R. Doc. 
861)-to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
-printed. 

REPORTS OF COMl\1ITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re
ferred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows : 

l\Ir. l\10NDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 480) amend-

ing subdivision 10 of section 2238, Revised Statutes of the 
United States, reported_ the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1443), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R.19964) to authorize the Iron Dyke Copper Company, a 
corporation of the State of Pennsylvania, to construct a bridge 
across the Snake River, between Oregon and Idaho, at or near 
Homestead, Oreg., reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1444), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

1\Ir. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 20115) to extend the time for the construction of a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri River at or 
near South Omaha, Nebr., reported the same with amendnient, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1445), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause .2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

1\Ir. WALDO, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re
feiTed the bill of the House (H. R.11039) for the relief of 
Willard W. Alt, of Hyannis, Nebr., reported the same with 
a!llendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1440), which said 
btU and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15218) for the relief of the sureties on 
the official bond of the late Cornelius Van Cott, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1441), 
which said bill and -report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate ( S. 2873) ·for the relief of the owners of the 
steam lighter Climaa; and the cargo laden aboard thereof, re
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1442), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
19066) granting an increase of pension to Edward F. Reeves, 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memori
als of the following titles were introduced and severally re
ferred as follows : 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 20771) to create a third Fed
eral district court in Michigan to be known as the northern 
district-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 11 

By Mr. COCKRAN (by request): A bill (H. ·R. 20772) to 
construct a national auto highway along or near to the thirtv
fifth parallel of north latitude from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
oceans-to the Committee on the· Post-Offic9 and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 20773) authorizing the Chief 
of Ordnance of the United States Army to sell obsolete rifles 
etc., to patriotic organizations-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20774) to estab
llsh a fish hatchery and biological station in the Fourth Con
gressional District of the State of Tennessee-to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 20775) to pro
vide for the acquisition and improvement of the Chesapeake and 
Delaware Canal-to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 20776) providing for free 
homesteads on the public lands for actual and bona fide settlers 
and reserving the public lands for that purpose in the Stat~ 
of Oklahoma-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 20777) authorizing the 
Territory of New l\Iexico to sell and transfer . certain school 
lands to the town of Portales, N. Mex.-to the Committee on 
the Territories. 
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By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 20778) to provide 
for increasing the limit of cost of the public building authorized 
to be erected at Gainesville, Hall County, Ga.-to the Com
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 20779) authorizing the ap
pointment of certain first-class sergeants, Signal Corps, United 
States Army, now on the retired list of the Army, to the grade 
of second lieutenant in the Army, and placing them upon the 
retired list of the Army-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 20780) to regu
late interstate shipments of domestic animals, and for other 
purposes-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 20781) providing for an in
crease of the irrigation fund, and for other purposes-to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 20782) to amend the 
third subdivision of section 2586 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20783) making 
appropriation for the construction and equipment of a Weather 
Bureau observatory on Crab Orchard 1\fountain, Cumberland 
County, Tenn.-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\fr. 1\I.ANN: A bill (H. R. 20784) to authorize additional 
aids to navigation in the Light-House Establishment, and for 
other purposes-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. S.MALL: A bill (H. R. 20823) regulating injunctions 
and the practice of the district and circuit courts of the United 
States-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYES: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 166) providing 
for the printing of 2,500 copies of certain public documents-to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 167) to pre
Tent settlement upon and speculation in certain lands affected 
by contemplated suits on behalf of the United States-to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. REEDER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 168) direct
ing the Secretary of the Interior to make investigation concern
ing certain lands in Wyoming and Idaho-to the Committee on · 
the Public Lands. 

By l\Ir. L:rLLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 169) authoriz
ing the President to appoint a commission to investigate and 
report as to naval stations-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 20785) granting an in
crease of pension to Joseph Sizelove-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 20786) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the · military record of Milton A. 
Romig-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20787) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Twiller-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 20788) granting a pen
sion to Charles F. · Friedeck-to the Committee on Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20789) granting a pension to Margaret 
Shea-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\ir. BATES: A bill (H. R. 20790) for the relief of Clark 
EJ. Barnard-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: .A bill (H. R. 20791) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Shafer-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 20792) to reimburse the 
city of Chicago for damage done by the U. S. light-house tender 
Dahlia to the Chicago ~4-.venue Bridge-to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 20793) for the relief of 
Elizabeth G. Martin-to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. OALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 20794) granting an 
increase of pension to Mason D. Sampson-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20795) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. 1\IcClena.han-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 20706) granting an in
crease of pension to Frank Luther-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. CH.APl\f.A.l~: A bill (H. R. 20707) granting a pension 
to Sue Webb Cooke-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 20708) granting a pension 
to Frederick Kupper-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 20799) granting an increase 
of pension to John C. Thompson-to the Committee on In-valid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20800) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wallace-to the Committee on In-valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 20801) granting a 
pension to the children of Preston Decker, deceased-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 20802) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy L. Fay-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By l\Ir. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 20803) granting a pension 
to Lydia E. Rose-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. ELLIS of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 20804) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Williams-to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCIDLD: A bill (H. R. 20805) granting an i:l
crease of pension to Richard Whipple-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 20806) granting an increase 
of pension to l\Iinor Hartman-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 20807) to confirm the title 
to certain land to Daniel W. Abbott-to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20803) granting a pension to Anthony L. 
Bledsoe-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 20809) for the relief of 
Virginia W. Jones-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HETh.'RY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 20810) grant
ing an increase of pension to Dwight Pierce-to the Committee 
on In valid Pensions. 

By l\fr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 20811) granting an in
crease of pension to Peter S. Augustine-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 20812) granting a pen
sion to William J. Young-to t.pe Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 20813) grant
ing a pension to l\Iizella 0. Rowe-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 20814) granting an in
crease of pension to John L. Doughty-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Ur. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 20 15) 
granting a pension to Andrew Gongwer-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20816) granting a pension to William 
Fay-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. l\fOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 20817) grant
ing an increase of pension to George W. Cramer-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. SLEl\.IP: A bill (H. R. 20818) granting an increase of 
pension to Archibald Gibson-to the Committee on InTalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20819} granting an increase of pension to 
Carter D. Herd-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. STERLING: A bill· (H. R. 20820) granting a pension 
to Samuel Custer-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20821) granting an increase of pension to 
James Downey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 20822) granting a pension to 
Estelle L. Philbrook-to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANTHONY : Papers to accompany H. R. 20195, grant
ing a pension to Louisa St. Clair Crall-to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. ASHBROOK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Andrew Hogge-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: Petitions of Manufacturers' Assc<2iation, 
Reid Manufacturing Company, Erie Manufacturing Supply 
Company, and Walke!' Foundry Company, all of Erie, Pa., 
against H. n. 19745 (amendment to Sherman antitrust law)
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 1\Ioniuszko Dramatic Society, of Erie, Pa., 
against restrictive im.rrrigrat.ion measures-to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturaliz..1.tion. 
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Al~o. petition of national banks of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, for the Also, petition of national banks of city of St. Louis, against 
enactment of a purely emergency currency bill-to the Commit- Aldrich bill (S. 3023)-to the Committee on Banking and Cur-
tee on Banking and Currency. rency. . 

Also, petition of E. 0. Emerson, jr., of Titusville, Pa., for Also, petition of national banks of Chicago, against the Ald-
forest reservations in 'Yhite Mountains and Southern Appa- rich currency bill (S. 3023)-to the Committee on Banking and 
lachlan Mountains-to the Committee on Agriculture. Currency. 

Also, petition of Philadelphia Bourse, against the Hepburn Also, petition of N. D. Sanders and other citizens of Kansas, 
amendment to the Sherman antitrust law-to the Committee for the McKinney currency bill (H. R.15262)-to the Com-
on tlle Judiciary. mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of E. P. Sheldon, representing the Electric Also, petitions of Falon Local, No. 219; Stone Local, No. 59; 
Iron Works, for regulation of child labor in the District of Harmony Local, No. 17; Union Local, No. 187; District No. 
Columbia-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 12, Local No. 146; Summit Local, No. 131; Ba-varia Local, No. 

Also, petition of C. F. Allis, representing the Second National 60; Happy Corner Local, No. 35, Farmers Educational and 
Bank of Erie, Pa., against the Aldrich currency bill (S. 3023)- Cooperative Union of America, and Saline County E'armers' 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. Union, of Kansas, for S. 5122 (establishment of a rural parcels 

Also, petition of the Hammerville Paper Company, against post)-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
H. R. 19745 (Hepburn amendment to the Sherman anti-trust Also, petition of A. J. Collins, against H. R. 255, :l5ti, and 
law)-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 257 (parcels-post measures)-to the Committee on the Post-

Also, petition of Walker Foundry Company, of Erie, Pa., I Office and Post-Roads. 
against H. R. 19745 (Hepburn amendment to the Sherman By Mr. COOK of Pennsylvania: Petition of Central Feder-
antitrust 1aw)-to the Committee on the Judiciary. ated Union, advocating building battle ships in Government 

Also, petition of Clearing House Association of Banks of yards-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Philadelphia, for reference of currency question to a commis- Also, petition of R. Wallace Smith and others, against pro-
sion-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. visions of Sherman antitrust law-to the Committee on the 

By 1\fr. BENNET of New York: Petition of New York Board Judiciary. 
of Trade and Transportation, against the Hepburn amendment Also, protest of Philadelphia Bourse, against passage of 
to Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 19745)-to the Committee on H. R. 17290, to protect trade and commerce against unlawful 
the Judiciary. restTaints and monopolies-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- By 1\fr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of many citizens 
burg, favoring II. R. 4375 and 4377, for fitting pensions for of the United States, against atrocities practiced by the Rus
widows of Dr. Jesse W. Lazear and Maj. James Carroll-to the sian Government-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Committee on Pensions. Also, petition of A. E. Yoell, for enactment of an Asiatic ex-

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lizzie Nelson-to elusion law-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tion. 

Also, petition of the Pittsburg Clearing-House Association, Also, petition of Central Federated Union, favoring construe-
favoring a commission of experts to adjust the currency-to the tion of battle ships in navy-yards-to the Committee on Naval 
Committee on Banking and Currency. Affairs. 

Also, petition of Duquesne Council, No. 264, of Pittsburg, Pa., Also, 1jetition of citizens of Fayette County against the treaty 
to make October 12 a holiday to.be called "Columbus Day "-to of arbitration now being negotiated between' the United States 
the Committee on the Judiciary. and Great Britain-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
~so, petiti?n of Butle~ Builders' Exchange, of PitlsblJ!g, Pa., Also, petition of Philadelphia Bom·se, against H. R. 17290, 

agamst the eight-hour bill (H. R. 15651)-to the Committee on to amend an act entitled "An act to protect b·ade and com
Labor. . . . merce against unlawful restraints and monopolies "-to the 

Also, pebti?n of Laughlm. Lodge, No .. 633, Brotherhood of Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Loco~otive F~remen and En~meers! favormg S: 6320 and H. R. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of clearing house 
1979u, to ~qmp all locomoti-ves With ~utomahc ash pans-to of Racine, Wis., against passage of Aldrich currency bill in its 
the Commi~~ on Interstate and Forei~n Commerc~. . present form-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also~ petition of Edward Godfrey, a~amst sale of m~o::n~ants Also, petition of residents of Green County, Wis., protesting 
?n. Go' ernment property-to the Comnuttee on Alcoholic Liquor against passage of S. 1519 and 3940, relating to Sunday observ-
Traffic. . . r ance-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By 1\lr. BURLEIGH: PetitiOn of. New Centu:Y Gral?-ge, No. By Mr. CRAWFORD: Petition of citizens of Asheville and 
356, o_f J?edham, Me., for th~ c:eatwn <?f a national ?-ighways Wolf Creek, N. C., against H. R. 4897 and 4929, to protect the 
commis~wn. and for approp~Iatwn to give Federal aid to t~e first day of the week as day of rest in the District of Columbia 
States m ~1ghway constructiOn (H. R. 15837)-to the Commit- and prohibition of labor, etc., on said day-to the Committee 
tee on Agriculture. on the District of Columbia 

By Mr. CALDER: ~etition of. J<?hn O'Brien, asking legisla- By .Mr. CRUMPACKER; Petition of banks of Valparaiso, 
tion propo.sed by Amenca~ ~ederatwn of Labor conference-to Ind., against the Aldrich currency bill (S. 3023)-to the Com-
the Committee on the JudiCIStry. mittee on Banking and Curre c 

Also, petition of Congress of the Knights of Labor, asking . n y. . . 
that tariff be removed from wood pulp and white paper-to the B~ Mr. DALZELL· Paper. to accompan_y bill ~or relief of 
Committee on Ways and Means. Lydm E, Rose-to ~he ~o?Imittee on. Invalid Pens~ons. . 

Also, petition of George J. Phillips and others, asking that By 1\lr. DENBY· Peb~ons 0~ Emily . ~· W. Waite, Loms J. 
labor unions be excluded from provisions of the Sherman law- ~ost, and others, protestmg aga~nst certam actions o~ the Rus-
to the Committee on the Judiciary. smn Government-to the. ~omm1ttee on ~orei~ AffaiTs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., in favor of By _Mr. D~APER: Pebt~on. of A. W. Gilchns~ a~d others, _for 
S. 4812, regulating child labor in the District of Columbia-to ~ national highways commiSSIOn. and Federa~ aid m road build-
the Committee on the District of Columbia. mg {H. R. 15837)-to the Committee ·on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Downtown Taxpayers' Association, of New By Mr. DUREY: Paper t~ accompany b_ill for ~elief of Peter 
York City, N.Y., favoring building battle ships in United States Van Antwerp-to the Committee on Invalid PensiOns. 
yards-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of Mayville Grange, No. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of the Building and Loan 203, favori_ng a nation~! highways commission (H. R.15837)-to 
Federation of Western Pennsylvania, for amendment of Hep- the Committee on Agnculture. 
burn bill (H. R. 18525) so as to exempt from its operations Also, papers to accompany H. R. 20725, for the relief of Anna 
building and loan associations that make loans to their mem- G. R. Baker-to the Committee on Invaiid Pensions. 
bers only-to the Committee on Ways and Means. By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of Central Labor 

Also, petition of Kansas conference of the Evangelical Asso- Union and affiliated bodies of St. Johnsbury, Vt., favoring pas
elation in annual conference, favoring the Littlefield original- sage of H. R. 10556, for alleviation of sufferers from accidents 
package bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. in coal mines-to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, petition of the Kansas State Retail Merchants' Associa- By 1\Ir. FULLER: Petition of Maj. G. W. Rohr, for the Fuller 
tion, against proposed amendments to the Sherman antitrust bill {H. R. 19250), for a volunteer officers' retired list-to the 
act-to the Committee on the Judiciary. Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of editor of Betterways, for immediate con- Also, petition of First National Bank of De Kalb Ill. acrainst 
sideration of the Stevens bill, for removal of duty from wood Aldrich currency bill (S. 3023)-to the Committee' on 'Ba~king 
pulp-to the Committee on Ways and Means. and Currency. 



~748 CONGRESS! ON AL RECORD-HOUSE. APRIL 14, 

.Also, petition of Central Federation Union, favoring construc
tion of one battle ship in navy-yard-to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Ben Franklin Club, of Chicago, for repeal 
of duty on wood pulp and paper-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Winnebago County, rn., for a 
national highways commission and Federal aid in road con
sh·uction (H. R. 15837)-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GILHAMS: Petition of N. B. Griffin and others, 
favoring a national highways commission (H. R. 15837)-to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By J\Ir. GOULDEN: Petition of Louis 1\f. Zimmerman, as
sistant adjutant-general, Department of Maryland, Grand Army 
of the Republic, for H. R. 220, relative to improper use of the 
American :flag-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Merchants' Association of New York City, 
protesting against passage of H. R. 16954, relating to appoint
ments in the Census Bureau-to the Committee on the Census. 

Also, petition of Phil Sheridan Post, No. 14, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Potomac, for suitable memorial for en
listed men of the Army, Navy, and 1\Iarine Corps-to the Com
mittee on the Library. 

Also, petition of board of education of New York City, favor
ing H. R. 20012, for establishment of public marine schools-to 
the Committee on .rrm·al Affairs. 

AI o, petition of Central Federated Union, favoring battle 
ship building in navy-yards-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

.Also, petition of Clearing House Association of the Banks of 
Philadelphia, Pa., gainst the Aldrich currency bill (H. R. 
3023)-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GRAIIAM: Petition of Pittsburg Clearing House Asso
ciation, fa">oring a commission of experts to adjust the cur
rency-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Charles 
Cramer-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of National Guard Association of Pennsylvania. 
against wearing of uniform of regular and ">Olunteer officers 
and soldiers by unauthorized persons-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Western Electric Company, of Pittsburg, 
favoring S. 4812, regulating child labor in the District of Co
lumbia-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Duquesne Council, No. 264, Knights of Co
lumbus, to make October ~ a holiday and to be called " Colum
bus Day "-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Butler Builders' Exchange, against the eight
hour bill (H. R. 15651)-to the Committee on Labor. 

.Also, petition of R. H. Smith, for prohibition of all liquor 
selling on Government property-to the Committee on Alco
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, for 
H. R. 4375 and 4377 and S. 1157, giving pensions to widows 
of Dr. Jesse W. Lazear and Maj. James Carroll-to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

By Ur. HAMLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Samuel l\foser-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIKSIIA. W: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburg, Pa., asking passage of H. R. 4375, granting an in
crease of pension to Urs. Lazear and Mrs. Carroll-to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWLAND: Petition of E. L. Chatfield and 24 other 
citizens of Medina County, Ohio, for a parcels-post law-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also petition of Cataract Lodge, No. 2, Amalgamated Associa
tion of Iron, Fire, and Steel Workers of America, for an amend
ment to the Sherman antitrust law, which will recognize the 
rights of organized labor and protect the same, and for other 
relief-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of Fred Funk and 
other citizens of Washington, for a national highways commis
sion and appropriation for Federal aid in building highways 
(H. n. 15837)-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Ur. KELIIIER: Petition of Pacific and other mills of 
Massachusetts, for forest reservations in White Mountains and 
Southern Appalachian .Mountains-to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Boston, Mass., against any treaty 
of arbitration between United States and Great Britain-to the 
Committee on Forci:;n A:finirs. 

Also, petition of National Credit Men's Association, for amend
ment of national bankruptcy act-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

.Also, petitions of citizens of Denver, Colo. ; Boston, Mass.; 
New York, N. Y.; Madison, Wis., and Chicago, Ill., against 
ah·ocities practiced by the Russian Government-to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Appalachian Club, for preservation of Ni
agara Falls-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for re· 
lief of Jefferson Milbourn-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 9971, for the relief of Sam· 
uel Witter, and H. n. 11035, for the relief of William E. Low
ary-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of William Ferrier and other citi
zens of Broot:lyn, N. Y., urging support of labor's recent me
morial to Congress and, most particularly, remedial legislation 
excluding labor unions from provisions of the Sherman anti
trust act-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George J. Schaefer and other citizens of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring support of amendment to Sherman 
antitrust law proposed by American Federation conference 
(Pearre bill, employers' liability bill, and eight-hour bill)-to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Merchants' Association of New York, against 
the noncompetitive examination feature of Crumpacker bill 
(H. n. 16954) providing for employees in taking the Thirteenth 
Census-to the Committee on the Census. 

By 1\fr. LLOYD : Petitions of Garrett Grange, of Lewis County, 
Mo., and citizens of Lewis and Clark counties, for a national 
highways commission and Federal aid in construction of high
ways (H. R. 15837) -to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Marion County, against religious 
legislation in the District of Columbia (H. R. 48!)7)-to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Knox County, Mo., against a par
cels-post law-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post
Roads. 

By 1\fr. McHENRY: Petition of Scranton national banks, 
opposing some sections ol' the Aldrich bill-to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Papers to accompany 
House bill granting an increase of pension to Andrews Gongner, 
of Hart, Mich.-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. l\!ARSHALL: Petition of Fargo Clearing House As
sociation, opposing passage of Aldrich bill-to the Committee 
on Banking and CmTency. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsyl">ania: Petition of Philadelphia 
Bourse, against H. R. 17290, for protection of trade-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Philadelphia jewelers, fa">oring H. R. 18446, 
the Vreeland bill, relating to marking of gold-filled and gold
plated watches-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of Hugh O'Neil Club, of Dor
chester, against any treaty of arbitration between Great Britain 
and the United States-to the C0mmittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Atlantic Coast Seamen's Union, of Boston, for 
an Asiatic exclusion law-to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. • 

By 1\fr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Charles Edmondston, 
favoring construction of battle ships at United States navy
yards-to the Committee on Na">al Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARK!\IAN: Petition of Jacksonville Board of 
Trade, in favor of arbitration between nations-to the Commit
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Protests of citizens of New Ha-.cn and 
Derby, Conn., against the Hepburn amendment to the Silerman 
antih·ust law-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the International Association of Steam 
Hot Water, and Power Pipe Fitters and Helpers, of New Haven: 
Conn., against extension of the rights of na.turalization and for 
an Asiatic exclusion law-to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Frances 1\1. Roach-to the Committee on ln">alid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: Petition of Randolph Grange, No. 
119, for a national highways commission and Federal aid in 
construction of highways (H. R. 15837)-to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of 1\f. L. Wave and others, 
asking the discharge of committees and passage of interstate 
liquor bills-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By :Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of West Virg:inia State Doard 
of .-\gricuiture, for a parcels-post law-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-lloads. 
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